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Ne in be of a e which 8 
ſo repeatedly and ably defended by many learn- 
-©-- -e&merz; or to make any remarks upon a pam- 

_ pier, ih Be been already anſwered, may appear 

to ſome a very unneceſſary employment. It may be 

proper, rs to inform the reader, that the fol- 
lowing obſervations were written chiefly for the ſake 
of the common people, who have not time to read, 
or money to purchaſe many books; and that no re- 
flection is intended upon the Gentlemen, who have 

_ already publiſhed their remarks upon the Appeal. The 

Writer of theſe obſervations, imagining that the mul- 

tiplicity of the ſubjects handled together in that pam- 


i 


 phiet, tends rather to confound than inſtruct thoſe, 


who have not read or thought much upon the ſubjects 
it contains, has choſen to fix the attention of . his 
readers to one point, which certainly deſerves the 
moſt deliberate conſideration. 


Iltis allowed on all hands, that the truth reſſ pecting 


this doctrine i is fundamental in religion. If ns Lord 
. Jeſus Chriſt is but a mere man, then the doctrine which 
attributes divinity. to him is undoubtedly *© a radical 
«© corruption” of the ſcriptures : But i he is ſo one 
with the Father as to be, with him, the tru⸗ God, then 
to reject his divinity is a radical error. The reader, 
therefore, ſhould conſider well, that the ſubject be- 
fore him is not of a trifling nature, and ſuch as he 


may either embrace or reject with ſafety. This is by 


no means the caſe. If he is wrong in this matter, 
he 5 undamentally wrong. 

e firſt and great commandment is, that we ſhould 
ve the Lord God, and him only. If, therefore, 
we either withhold divine. honour Wa, him who is 


God, or give it to him who is not, we are -break- 
Wo that commandment, on which all the reſt de- 
pond: We are either blaſphemers, or idalaters ; and we 


xe 8 Mat: none fuch Now inen the e 
0 


. pa, 


view the importance of the ſubject, and to remember 
what is required of us in order to our preſervation 
from fundamental errors. There are two things ab- 
been ſolutely neceſſary: 1. That we pray earneſtly to God 
arn- for divine wiſdom : F any of you lack wiſdom, let him 
am- a/t of God. Jam i. 5, 2. That we be fincerely de- 


pear ¶ firous to ds the will of God when known: If any man 


y be W will no his will, he ſhall know of the doctrine whether it 
fol- Wl 2: f Cod. John vii. 17. Without theſe we have no 
Jake I reaſon to expect to be guided into all truth.  _. 
ead, W In the following obſervations: I-have, referred the 
re- ¶ reader to the Word of God only, and to that as we 


have ¶ have it in our natiye tongue: For to me there ſeems to 
The be a great impropriety in appealing, to the unlearned 


mul- about any doctrine, and then entertaining them with. 
am- ¶ criticiſms upon the learned languages, which they can- 


noſe, ¶ not underſtand. If the perſons appealed. to are thoſe 
jects who only know the Engliſh ny no reference 
16 Biple. The 

the ¶ Author of the Appeal thinks the lower claſs of people 
are as capable of judging concerning the important: 


his ¶ ought to be made but to the 
ing trutlis of revealed 1 the moſt learned ;*- which: 
Lord ¶ can only be true on 


and inſtruction in righteouſneſs. _. 1 | 
The Writer of this Tal. onceals his name for the 


then Ereaſon mentioned by the Author of the Appeal, via. to 
ader, “ give what he has written a better chance of being read 
be- without prejudice.” And as he claims no aſſent to 
is he any thing he has ſaid, upon his own credit or authority, 
is by his name would be of no ſervice to the reader. The 


Bible, to which alone he refers, is open to every one; 
and he deſires the reader to judge for himſelf, whether 


0uld the ſenſe in which he quotes any ſcripture be agreeable. 
fore, Ito the context, and to other, paflages, or not. He is 
ho is Mot, however, aſhamed of the doctrine he defends, for 
reak- Wt is that upon which (after the moſt mature dehbera - 
_ ion) he can chearfully venture his eternal ſalvation. : 
Mn „ Preface- to Mr. Elwall's „„ : c 


— 


of God. Let me then ter of my reader to keep in 


ppoſition that the Bible, as we- 
hich have it in our own language, is ſufficient for ductrine, 


Aae is free to 3 that he daily calls upon the 
name of Chriſt that he may be ſaved; that he honours 
the Son even as he honours the Father; and looks for grace, 
mercy, and peace, not only from God the Father, but al- 
ſo from the Lord Feſus Chriſt. Wiſhing the reader e- 
very ſpiritual bleſſing through him, he begs leave to 


ſubſcribe himſelf, keg 
A SHORT DEFENCE, &c. | 


I. IT has been objected to the doctrine of the Divinity 
| of Chrift, that it is :ncomprehen/ible, and contrary 
to oxr reaſon : On the former account, not the proper 
object of our faith, though it were true; and on the 
latter, not to be believed on any teſtimony whatever, 
Both theſe objections appear to me to be without foun- 
dation, though conſtantly. inſiſted on by thoſe who 
_ oppoſe this dodtrine. - 5 
The thing propoſed to our belief in this doctrine is 
+ this: © That the glorious perſon, whom the evangeliſt 
_ <' St. Johnſtyles The WorD, who was in the beginning 
with God, and was God, was made fleſh, and dwelt 
© among us, thus uniting in his own perſon, in an inex- 
<.plicable manner, the divine and human nature.“ 
Me believe this fact,“ I fay, <* as a doctrine of re- 
. ©© vealed religion, that the divine and human nature 
are united in the perſon of Chriſt; but as to the man- 
* ner, in which they are united, ©* we belief nothing, 
< becauſe we now nothing about it; the ſacred writers 
not having explained, that is, not having revealed, or 
c made it known unto us. We are, therefore, un- 
juſtly charged with making a thing incomprehenſible the 
object of our faith; for the propoſition which we be- 
lieve is perfectly clear and intelligible: It is a plain 
fact, received upon divine teſtimony, which is the beſt 


eoyidence in the world. | 


way - * . : 40 
And as this propoſition is not unintelligible, fo neither 
s ĩt contrary to reaſon : For who can prove, that it is 
dee Queries to che Anonymous Anſeverer, p. 19. 


C 


impoſ- 


* — 


} 


impoſſible in the a of * that the divine and 
human nature ſhould be united in the ſame perſon? Yet 
good proof ſhould' be given of this before it be aſſerted, 
that the Divinity of Chriſt is athing contrary to our rea- 
fon, and ſuch proof I am perſuaded can never be given. 
But here it may be ſaid, that this doctrine, 12 
founded upon thatofthe Tini, is abſurd and irrational, 
ſince it is impoſſible that three ſnould be one, and one 
three. To this it hath often been replied, that the ob- 
jection is full of ambiguity, and is either true or falſe as 
the terms are explained, If it mean, that three cannot 
be one, and one three, preciſely in the fame ſenſe, the 
aſſertion is true, but it does not affect thoſe who believe 
there is but one God, though ſubſiſting in three perſons 
(as they are ufually called) : And if it be afferted that Aj 
what is three in one reſpect, cannot be ore in another. 
the objection is without foundation. The plain ſtate of 
the caſe is this: The ſame ſcriptures, which conſtantly 
aſſure us that there is but one Supreme Being, whom we 
is call God, do repeatedly aſcribe the peculiar attributes 
liſt and acts of God to the Father, the Son or Word, and the 
ng Hoh Ghot; and leſt we ſhould thence imagine that there 
elt are three Gods, they likewiſe inform us that theſe three 
RK — are one, There are three that bear record in heaven, the 
Father, the Word, and the Holy Ghoft, and theſe three are 
re- WO oNnE. 1 John v. 7. So the apoſtles were commanded to 
are Wl teach all nations, baptizing them in the name of the Father, 
n- and of the Son, and of the Holy Ghoſt. Matt. xxvili. 19, 
g, And ſince it has pleaſed zhe one only true God to ſpeak of | 
ers WO himſelf as if he were three diſtinct perſos, although - 
or we cannot conceive what there is in the divine eſſence 
n- to render this the fitteſt repreſentation of himſelf, we are. 
the bound to believe it upon his teſtimony who cannot lie, 
de- and who alone knoweth his own glotrious and incom- - 
un prehenſible manner of exiftence. We have abundant { 
eſt evidence in the ſcriptures, that there are three who bear | 
record in heaven, and that theſe three are one, and 
therefore we believe that it of; 3 though how it is ſo 
- know not, and therefore do not believe any thing 
about it. Rong a 7 


- * 
. 
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A 3 rh, Thoſe 


Thoſe who e Ke Beli ofour Lord Jeſus Chriſt, 
bring us many paſſages of ſcripture to prove, that he was 
a man, and inferior to the Father; but theſe paſſages are 
really nothing to their purpoſe, for they do but prove 
what we ourſelves contend for. We believe that the 
Eternal Won p not only took our nature upon him, but 
alſo, that he ſuſtained the office of Mediator on our 
account: That, through is own voluntary condeſcen- 
ſion, he was ſent by the Father into the world; fulſilled 
all righteouſneſs in our nature, and became obedient 
even unto death: That in conſequence of this humi- 
Iiation, he was highly exalted, made head over all W © 
things to the church, and conſtituted the judge of quick W <* 
and dead: And that, finally, when the work for which to 
he undertook the office of Mediator ſhall be fully ac- Je 
compliſhed, he will then lay aſide the peculiar dignities MW V 
of his office or mediatorial kingdom, and reign in the wi 


preceding dignity of his nature for ever and ever. te: 
; There is not, therefore, the leaſt contradiction in dc 
repreſenting Chriſt as inferior to the Father with re- da 


ſpect to his human nature, yet equal to him with re- th 
ſpect to the divine; for the different repreſentations, pl 
and ſeeming contradictions in the ſcriptural character lo 
of our Saviour plainly prove, that his compound perſon | 

| 5 of natures eſſentially different from each other. 
We uſe a ſimilar manner of ſpeaking with regard to fo 
_ ourſelves, and on a ſimilar account. When a writer M8 T 
dalls mankind ſometimes mortal, ſometimes immortal; w. 
at one time corruptible, at another incorruptible; now MW {ſc 
vile, then precious ; inſtead of charging him with con- is 
tradictions, we immediately perceive, that he has a re- OV 
ference to thoſe totally different ſubſtances, -a material 1 
body and immaterial foul, which are, in an inexpli- 7 
cable manner, united in us. Let us uſe the fame de- fc 
gree of common. ſenſe with regard to the ſcriptures, I 
and all the difficulties concerning the character of MW v. 
Chriſt will vaniſh : There will then appear no con- w 

trariety in calling him the. Sen of man, and yet the 
Tord of glory. Luke xix. 10. 1 Cor. ii. 8. But it of 
lies upon thoſe who deny the divinity of Chriſt, to re- aſ 
concile thoſe paſſages of ſcripture, which attribute di- 
8 | 3 vine 


$ + 


with thoſe. that are expreſſive of his inferiority to the 
Father : And till this is atisfaQuril y done, they muſt 
give us leave to think, that the — refer to his ori- 
ginal nature, and the latter to his aſſumed manhood, 

and mediatorial character; which appears to me to be 


the only way of reconciling thoſe {criptures that other- 5 


wiſe would be quite contradictory. 
The author of the Appeal ſays, p. 12. You have 
«© been taught to believe, that Jeſus Chriſt wasnot man, 


<« but very and eternal Gad, without conſidering that, 


ce by thus making more Gods than one, you are guilty 
4 f a breach of the firſt commandment. w If he means 


to ſay, that the divines uſually called orthodox teach that 


Jeſus: Chriſt was not man, the aſſertion is not true. 

Whether they are conſiſtent. in teaching this together 
with his divinity, i is another queſtion; but that they do 
teach both is a matter of undoubted notoriety. They 
do not, however, by ſuch doctrine, ſet aſide that fun- 
damental article of all religious truth, the Unity of 
the Divine Being; but they ſpeak of God as he is 
pleaſed to ſpeak of himſelf, and think _— cannot fol- 
low a better ne 2 15 


II. There are certain Aae or 3 which 
ſolely belong to, and characterize, the Supreme Being: 
Theſe eannot be aſeribed to any creature: Wherever 
we find theſe perfeCtions aſcribed. to any being in the 
e we have the fulleſt aſſurance that ſuch being 

od; both becauſe they are incommunicable in their 


own nature, and becauſe God hath declared he will not 


2 his glory to another. Iſaiah xlii. 8. But theſe per- 


ctions are aſcribed to our Lord Jeſus Chriſt in the 
ſcriptures, therefore he is very and eternal God. Fhis 


I ſhall prove by the moſt clear teſtimony of God's 
word, and * take notice of the principal objections 
which are made to this doctrine in the Appeal. © 


1. The eternal eriſtence of the Supreme Being is one 
of thoſe incommunicable perfections, which ean be 


aſcribed to no creature whatever. Thus ſaith the Lord, 


the king of 1ſrael,, and his redgemer- the Lord of boſts, 7 
„ e | | an. 


vine perfections to Chrit,/and ſpeak of him as God, 


anvihe firſt, 1 WS. 27. 6 * boiler me there is no 
Gad. Iſa. xliv. 6. This NN attribute of the deity 
is repeatedly aſcribed to Then ] ſaw him (ſays 
the beloved: — fell at his feet as : and he 
laid his right hand upon ma, ſaying unto me, Fear not 
I AM THE FIRST AND TRE LAST. Rev. i. 17. A- 
gain, I am Alpha and Omega, the beginning and the end, 
THE FIRST AND THE. LAST. Chap, xxii. 13. 

It is the character of the immutable and ſelf-exiſtent 
God that he was, and is, and is to come. Rev. i, 4. And 


this is the true character of Jeſus Chriſt, who is the ſame 


, and to- day, and for ever. Heb. xiii. 8. He 
— the func of — was to take our nature 
| n him is thus deſcribed by the prophet Micah. 

Thou Bethlehem Epratah, t — thou be little among the 
thouſands of Fulda, yet out of thee ſhall RE come forth un- 
| to me, that is ta be ruler der, ; Whoſe es have 

| been from of old, VERLASTING, Chap: v. 2. 
Hence our bleſſed Lord ſpeaks of the glory which he 
had with the Father before the world was. by ohn-xvii. 5, 
And claims to himſelf that awful name I AM, which 
belongs only to the Supreme Being; Before Abraham 
iat, 1 A. 
4 ſaid, Before Abraham was, I was; thus much at 
<< Jeaſt would have been the conſequence, that he had 
© an exiſtence before Abraham: — But now that he 
< ſays, Before Abraham was, I am; fomething more is 
implied; ſomething that peculiarly belongs to- the 
* expreſſion I AM, and what that is we may learn 
from the original "uſe of the words. They are the 
words which God made choice of to 
e eternity and power, when Moſes inquired after the 
name of God: He anſwered him, IAN THAT [ 
© AM. Thus ſhalt thou ſay to the children of If Yael, I AM 
o bath ſent me unto you. Exod. iii. 14. hat now 
could tempt our Saviour to uſe and apply this ex- 
e preflion to himſelf ? He knew it never had-been-ap- 
<< plied to any but God, and would have been in the 
man fo applying it, in the higheſt degree, commit- 
ting the robberyof making himſelf-qual with God: Be- 


* according to analogy of language, the words 


« without 


, chap. viii. 58. Had our Saviour only 


expreſs his ow 


<« (without this conſtruction) expreſs nothing: No idea 
e belongs to them; for a man cannot in his mind carry 


Y << the preſent time back, and make it antecedent to the 
A <« time already paſt ;. and therefore to ſay, Before a 
* ce thing was I am, is ſhuffling ideas together, which 
can have no place in the underſtanding. If there- 

1 & fore you admit the expreſſion to have any meaning, 

ut «you muſt allow the 7 am to belong to Chriſt, in its 

<< proper and peculiar uſe, as fonifying eternity and 
* „ permanency of duration.“ It is plain the Jews 
ne underſtood our Lord in this ſenſe, for they immediate- 
Is ly took up ſtones to caft at him for his blaſphemy, as they 
we thought it; and our Lord, inſtead of attempting to ſhew _ 
% them that they miſunderſtood him, confirmed their 


5 apprehenſion by eſcaping out of their hjandes. 
be Theeternal exiſtence of Chriſt is likewiſe pointed out 


* to us in that eminent type of him Melchiſedeck; who, 
1 in order that he might prefigure him in this, as he did 


LIKE UN TO THE $ON: OF Gop, 


ly 8 of David. Rev. xxii. 16. David's Lord; 
* as W 


reſpect, that they were not able to anſwer our Lord's 


— W queſtion, which he put to them with a view, no doubt, 
— to lead them to the knowledge of his true character. 
he 2. He that built, or created, all things is God. Heb. 


ho uſe of any inferior being, as am inſtrument, in the great 
2 work of creation: I am the Lokxp that maketh all things, 
it- will compare this paſſage with its context, he will find, that theſe very 
e- words are ſpoken of Chriſt; though they are introduced here in that 
ds. Ml ve only, in which no one will diſpute their meaning. 


that 


— 


he in other reſpects, had no beginning of days recorded 
5 of him: Without father, without mother, without deſcent, - 
C having neither beginning 0 "days, nor i i But M ADE 
- A — Prieſt con- 
tinually. Heb. vii. 3. Our Lord was the root as well as 


as David's ſon, Matt. xxii. 45. Which clearly 

h ſhews, that whatever the Jews did, they ought to have 
4 c expected more than a man for their Meſſiah. It 

Ky was owing to their ignorance of the ſcriptures in this 


4 , 
- 
* ay _ — — — — — — — 
3 ——— ... ̃ RESIDES — 


7 111, 4.+ But the Word, who was made fleſh, and dwelt 
M among us in the perſon. of Jeſus Chriſt, created all 
things, We are aſſured that the Almighty did not make 


EEE 


. "2X; 
— 
— 
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Phat are in heaven, and that, are in earth, viſible, and in- 


ie SB £7 
hat flretcheth forth the heavens ALONE,-that ſpreadeth 


abroad the earth BY MYSELF, Iſaiah xliv. 24. J have 


made the earth, and man upon it : I, even MY HANDS, 
have ſtretched out the heavens, &c. ib. xlv. 12. And, 
therefore, when the apoſtle ſays,” that God created. all 


things ly Feſus Chriſt. Epheſ. iti, g: it is the ſame as if 


he had ſaid, He created all things by himſelf, by his word, 


or with his own-hands, The ſolemn addreſs which the 
Pſalmiſt makes to the Almi 
thou laid the foundation of the earth e and the heavens are 


ghty, Pſalm cii. Oy old haſt 


the. work- of thy hands, c. belongs to Chriſt : Unto 
the Son he faith, —T RoU,. Lord, in the beginning haſt 


laid the foundation of the earth; and the heavens are the 


work of THINE- hands. They: ſhall periſh, but TROU 
remaineſt : and they all ſhall: wax old as doth' a garment ; 


| but THOU. art ibe ſame;. and THY: years /ball not fail. 


s 


Heb. i. 10, &. 


and ibe Mord 'was with: God, and the Word was God, 


All things euere made by-HIM, and without HIL was not 
any thing made that was made. He was in the world, and 
' the-world was made by HI, and the world knew Him. 
not. John i. 1, 3, 10. M 
The chapter from hence this 

clearly ſets forth the divinity of Chriſt, that the greateſt 


is taken ſo 


foree muſt be put upon it, and the moſt unnatural con- 
ſtruction made uſe of, to evade its teſtimony to this im- 
portant truth. The evangeliſt aſſures us, that by the 

ford is meant God: himſelf, and it is plain that the 
Mord was Chriſt, for it was he of whom John the Bap- 


tiſt was ſent to bear witneſs, and whoſe glory the · e- 
vangeliſt ſaw, as the only begotten of the Father ; from 


whence it neceſſarily follows that Chriſt is God: And 
therefore this glorious perſon, whoſe meſſenger and 
forerunner John was, is called by the prophet Iſaiah, 
the LORD aur God; chap; xl. 3. which is the incom- 
municable name of the Supreme Being 
The work of creation, which indubitably charac- 
terizes the Deity, is likewiſe in Col. i. 16. aſcribed to 
our Lord Jeſus Chriſt : By him were all things created 


viſible, 


; . . 
viſible, whether they be thrones or domimions, ar principa- 
lities, or powers : all things were created BY. him, and FOR 


him, The laſt: clauſe aſſures us, that he was, in the 


moſt proper ſenſe of the word, the Creator: all things 
were created BV him, and Fox bim: By him, as their 
cauſe; and Fox him, as their end. By the ſame lan- 

uage is the Almighty deſeribed in other paſſages of 


eripture: as Heb. ti. 10. It became him, FOR whom 


are all things, and BY whom are all things. And in Rev. 
iv. II. Thau art worthy, O Lord, to receive glory for 


thou haſt created all things, and FOR. THY PLEASURE 


« 
_ 


they ars, and were created. 


Can human language expreſs any thing more clearly, 


than theſe paſſages of.ſcripture expreſs this great truth; 
that our bleſſed Redeemer, the Lord [Jeſus Chriſt, is 
alſo the Almighty Creator, and, conſequently, Very 
and Eternal God ? If they do not prove this, it ſignifies 
nothing attempting to prove any thing by ſeripture: 
Words can convey no meaning, but upon all language 
reſts impenetrable darkneſs and confuſion. 
All the other attributes of God neceffarily follow this 
of creating power. He who created all things muſt up- 


hold all things, for this is equivalent to a continued | 


creation : He muſt be every where; and know ev 


thing: and he is the proper object of worſhip to all his 


intelligent creatures. Theſe attributes are not only 


applicable to Chriſt by way of inference, but they are 


1 to him in the holy ſeriptures. 
3. He upholdeth all things by the word of his power, 


W Heb. i. 3. And, By him all things confift. Col. i. 17. 


4. He is amnipreſeut, otherwiſe he could not be in 
heaven and earth at the ſame time, which he aſſured 
Nicodemus was the caſe, in that memorable converſation 


which he condeſcended to hold with him: No man hath 


aſcended up to heauen, but he that came drwn frum heaven, 


even the ſon of man who-18 in heaven, John iii. 13. The 


lame truth is evinced from the promiſes, which our Lord 
are gathered together in my name, there am I in the midſt 


way even unto the end of the world, chap. xxviii. 20. 
7 a Whereas, 


hath made to all his true difeiples, here tiuo or three 
of them. Matt. xviii. 20. And, Lo, I am with you al- 
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Whereas, on the ſuppoſition that he i is a niere man, it 
is not only impoſſible for him to be with all his diſciples, 
but he cannot be with any one of them, for he will re- 


main in heaven till the e of reflitution of all things. 
Acts iii. 21. But he is truly always in every place, for 


he can attend to the prayers Jef all that call upon him, 1 


Cor. i. 2. Fe is able to ſuccour them that are tempted, 


Heb. ii. 18. And to defend his ſheep, that none l 


Tg them out of his hands. John x. 28. 


5. The Lord Jeſus is likewiſe — . Thus 
the apoſtle Peter addreſſed him: Thou Lord knoweſt AL 


thing, John xxi. 17. The Almighty claims it as his 


eropative to know the hearts of men: Thou ONLY 


| knoweft the hearts of the children of men. 2 Chron. vi. 


30. And this prerogativetbelo ongs to Chriſt. Teſus 
knew from the beginning who" they were that believed nat. 


John vi. 64. Certain of the ſcribes ſaid within themſelves, 
This man blaſphemeth : And Fe Fefur, KNOWING THEIR 


THOUGHTS, faid,: Wherefore think ye evil in your hearts? 
Matt. ix. 34. Jeſus did ro commit himſelf unto them, 


 - becauſe he KNEW ALL MEN, and needed not that any 


ſhould teſtify of man, for he knew WHAT WAS IN MAN, 


John ii. 25. There were certain of the ſcribes ſitting 


there, and rtaſoning in their heart. and immediately, when 
Feſus PERCEIVED IN HIS:SPIRIT, that they ſo reaſoned 
within themſelves, he ſaid, &c. Mark ii. 6: S. And * Foſus 
immediately KNOWING IN: HIMSELF, ſaid, &c. ch. v. 30. 
It cannot here be juſtly ſaid, that Chriſt might know the 
hearts of men by revelation from the F ather, for the 


texts themſelves guard againſt this perverſion of their 


meaning by attributing this perfection preciſely and ab- 


ſolutely to Chriſt himſelf. He Ane Id HIMSEL V; and 
| needed not that ANY SHOULD TESTIFY Y; which is not 
true, if Chriſt knew what was in men only revelation, 


and not by hisown inherent knowledge. This perfec- 
tion of God is thus expreſſed in the 8 of Jere- 
miah: The heart is deceitful above all things, and deſpe- 


rately wicked, wha can know. it? I the 8 earch” the 
Heurt, and try the rems. chap. xvil. , 10; ' And this 
dur bleſſed Saviour claims as his own. — All the 


en all Anoto that I am HE WHICH SHARCHETH 


THE 
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THE REINS AND THE PARA Rev. ii. 24. It is 
proper to be remarked here, that, notwithſtanding this, 
our Lord aſſures us he did not know all things: For, 
ſpeaking of the day-of judgement, he ſays, Of that day 
and hour knoweth no man, no not the angels which are in 
heaven, neither the. ſon, but the Father. Mark xiii; 32. 
This is as ſtrong a proof of his real manhood, as the 
paſſages abovementioned are of his real Godhead ; and 
therefore when connected they ſnew, that our Lord Je- 
ſus Chriſt is God and man. Let but the reader atten- 
tively compare this ſcripture with thoſe juſt before quot- 
ed, and he will find, that the application of thoſe to # 
the divine, and of this to the human nature of Chriſt, is 9 
the only method of making them conſiſtent with each . 
other. For as Chriſt is AE who-ſearcheth the reint and 1 
the heart, which we. ſee is the diſtinguiſhing character 9 
of God, he could have been ignorant of nothing had | 
his nature been ſimple, or of one kind only: Or if he 1 
had known all things. by revelation from the Father, 1 
there would have remained nothing which he did not i 
know, on the ſame ſuppoſition: But naw that perfect | i 
and imperſect knowledge are both aſcribed. to him, it 
proves him to have been partaker of natures, eſſential.· | 
ly different from each other. With reſpect to his di- — 
vins nature, he needeth nat tbat any flionld teftify; for nge 
himſelf ueru all things: witlx regard to his humam nature, 1 
he was Capable of growth in wi/dam as well as Nature, 
Luke ji. 52. And thus, by comparing one ſcripture 
with another, we find an eaſy ſolution of the difficulty. 
6. The blefſed Jeſus is likewiſe the object of divine 
worſhzp-: For, in the days of his fleſſi he ſuffered him- 
ſelf to be worſhipped by his diſciples; after his reſur- 
rection, and aſcenſion into heaven, he was worſhipped 
by his apoſtles, who acted under immediate inſpiration, 
and by the firſt chriſtians; and he is now worthipped-in 
heaven by the glorified hoſts of ſaints and angels 
And behold there came a leper and worſhipped bim, ſa ?- 
ing, Lard, if thau wilt, than canſi make me clean. And N 
Jeſus put forth his hand and tauched him, ſaying, 1 WILL, 
be thou clean. Matt. viii. 23. Then came ſhe and wor- 
ſhipped, ſaying, Lord ns anſwered, O 1% 


\ 
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man, great is thy faith. chap. xv. 25, 28. The blind 
man, whom he had reſtored to fight, ſaid, Lord, I be- 
litve, and tuorbipped him. John ix. 38. The apoſtles ſaid 
untso the Lord, Increaſe our faith, Luke xvii. 5. And 
Thomas, when his unbelief was removed by Chriſt's 
condeſcenſion, cried out, My. Lord, and My Gop. 
John xx. 28. Yet none of them received the leaſt re- 


ö / Proof for miſtaking the object of their worſhip,* It 
I ] true the word worſpip is ſometimes (tho! very rare- 
ly) uſed in ſcripture for the reſpect which is due from 


'- © man to man; but in the inſtances above mentioned, 

it is uſed in its proper ſenfe, becauſe it was accom- 

: panied with a confeſſion of faith in him who was wor- 
» fhipped, and an expreſs avowal of his being the pro- 
2 per object of divine honour. If we compare the be- 
E haviour of the apoſtles, under like circumſtances, with 
| hat of our bleſſed Saviour, the contraſt throws great 
| light upon this matter. When the people at Lyſtra 
| were going to pay divine honours to them, They rent 
| their clothes, and ran in among the people, crying out, Me 
j! ' alſo are MEN. Acts xiv, 14. And Peter, when Cor- 
* nelius fell down at his feet, and worſhipped him, 001 
bim up, ſaying, Stand up, I myſelf alſe-am a MAN. Acts 

X. 25. | It was not therefore more common homage 
and reſpect. than the apoſtles approved of which 
they rejected, but ſuch as was not due to MEN. The 
angel who was employed in giving John the emble- 
. matical hiſtory of the church, rejected with abhor- 
rence the adoration which that diſciple was about to w 
pay him, overcome with the grandeur of the ſcenes he im 


| ER. 7 had beheld : Sze thou do it not; I am thy fellow-ſervant, ¶ on. 
= and of thy brethren that have the em of ffs: WOR- wha 
1 _  $HIP Gon. Rev. xix. 10. If Chriſt therefore was ap 
| - not God, he was not only much inferior to this angel, I 15. 
l but even to his own diſciples, in his regard for God's fag 
Mp glory, and the due conduct of his followers. Chriſt, MM the 
| indeed, rejected the honour which the young ruler ph 


paid him; becauſe (as appears from the hiſtory) he 
had no knowledge of his true character; at the ſam: 


| #* See alſo Matt, xiv. 33. xxviii, 9 and 17. „ 
. - ab | time 


— 


— 


directly lead him, if he was ſincere, io make the pro- 
per inquiry: For the queſtion, Ny calleſt thou me 
good, was doubtleſs. put to him with the ſame deſign as 
that propoſed to the phariſees, -How then doth David in 


- ſpirit call him Lord, to try whether they were able to 3 
account for it, and to lead them to the true knawv 


ledge of himſelf.“ | 


% 


St. Paul makes the worſhipping.of Chriſt, the cha- 
racteriſtic of a Chriſtian; which clearly proves that all 


ſuch did worſhip him, and were inſtructed to do ſo by 


the apoſtles. ' Unto the church of God, which is at Co- 


rinth, to them that are ſanctiſied in Chriſt Jeſus, called to 
place C Al. L UPON, THE 
NAME of Jeſus Chrift our Lord, both their's and our 
Grace be unto you, &. 1 Cor. i. 2. It appears from 
the inſpired hiſtory of the primitive mn tha 8721 

their ad- 


be ſaints, with all that in every 


tians had their name not only on account 


hering to the doctrine of Chriſt, but alſo from their 


ſays, Here 
in the ſame chapter, All that heard him 1vere amazed, and 


faid, Is not this he that deſtroyed them which CALLED on 


THIS NAME in Feruſalem. v. 21. Here there can be 


no reaſon to ſuſpect that any common homage or 
of the reſpect 


<< reſpectꝰ is meant, becauſe the object 
was abſent in body, and therefore calling upon him muſt 
imply a ſpiritual omnipreſence in the perſon called ; 6 
on, That our Lord Jefus Chriſt is the object of di- 
vine worſhip, in the moſt proper ſenſe of the words, 


appears likewiſe from Rom. x. 13. I beſoever ſhall ca 


upon the name of the Lord fhall be ſaved. Which paſ- 
ſage, compared with its context, abundantly confirms 
the truth I am-defending : It is- quoted from the pro- 


phet Joel, and is applied by the apoſtle unto Chriſt, 
who is therefore the Lord over all; upon whom we ãre 
to call for. ſalvation: If thou ſhalt confeſs with thy mouth — 


© 36 * See Jones's n Trinity, p. 43. 
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time our Lord gave him ſuch an anſwer, as would 
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worſhipping him, or calling upon his name. Thus Ana- 
nias, addrefling himſelf to the Lord concerning, Saul, 

he hath authority from the chief prigſis to bind all 

that CALL ON THY NAME. Acts ix. 14. And again, 


the. 


1 
* 0 


1 | | 
the Loy Jesus, . believe in „e * that 
God raifed HiM-—thou fhall be ſaved, —— For the ſerip - 
ture ſaith, Whoſoever believeth on HIM ſhall not be aſham - 
ed—the ame Lord over all is rich unte all that call upon 

HIM: or whoſoever ſhall call upon the name of the LORD 
= 15 faved, How then ſhall they call on HIM in whom. 

hey have not believed ?- And how hall they believe in HIM 
of 7 they have not heard ?—T he ſame perſon is ſpo- 
of through the whole paſſage, viz; the Lord Jeſus, 

and the apoſtle applies to HIM the words of Joel, 

which are applicable to none but Gp. 

It is evident that St. Paul himſelf made-Chriſt the 
object of his worlhip, for he prays'to him as well as to 
the Father, in almoſt every epiſtle, for ſpiritual bleſ- 
ſings upon thoſe to whom he writes: Grace be unto you, 
and peace from God our Father, and the Lord Feſus . 

So he prays partieularly for me Theſſalon 

| heard Fer rg; and God even our N | 
. iſh you in every good word 

2 Theſl, ii; x6, 1 17. And N Gr. XU, 

9.9. e an inſtance of the apoſtle's praying to 
'hriſt on his own account likewiſe. Tor rh. 1 beought 
the Lord ric; that it might depart from me. And be 
aid, My GRACE is ſufficient for thee: for WY $TRENGTH 

is made perfert in weakneſs. Moft gladly therefore will I 

rather glory in On, that the POWER OF CHR1$ST 

may r The bleſſing which the apoſtle here 
received in fer to his prayer was the POWER, 

STRENGTH; or GRACE ef er, to whom he ad- 

dreſſed his prayer, as the anſwer ſhews, M grace is 

ficient, The 75 — Stephen — his laſt 
bens, 3 in pra is adorable Goes of the 
wor wb 85 hen, call: * and 

1 Ing, Lord 0 e my erte. Act wh vii. 59. To 

The angels are commanded to worſhip Chit : 

= ] den he bringeth in the firſt begotten into the world, he 

faith, And tet 1 all the angels of God worſhip him. Heb, 

1. 6. "Worſhip muſt here ſignify proper adoration, be 


* The Tranſlators of the New Teſtament have al to us, that 
' the word Gad, which they here inſerted, is not in the original, by 
? | N it to be as wa in the Italic charakter 
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cauſe in 8 
words refer, it is expreſsly diſtinguiſhed from falſe 


worſhip: Confounded be all they that ſerue grauen images, 
that boaſt themſelves of idols : - wor ſhip H1M all ye gods 
What invention could contrive a more poſitive and 


© incontrovertible manner of calling the San, God; than 
* to ſay, Let all the angels 


* ſhip HIM,: What is this but to call him the Supreme 


©Gid? And manifeſtly to make the diſtinction betwixt- 
God by nature, and by office? All theſe gods by 4 office | 


are to worſhip the God by nature. Worſhip - 
© ye gods; and this the apoſtle applies to C — 


„ fays that it was ſpoken, of him; and how to call 
5 bim God more directly cannot be imagined,” + Laſt- 
ly, in the Revelations the heavenly hoſts are repre- 
ſented as paying equal honour and worſhip. to him that 
fitteth upon the throne, and to the Lamb... For. unto. 
things in heaven as 
well as things on earth. t - The four beats, aud . | 


Chriſt every knee ſhall bow, of 
twenty elders. F KLL. DOWN: before the Lamb. Rev. v. 8. 


And again, Every creature—heard I ſaying;. bleſſin ing, and. | 


honour, and glory, and power, he unto him t 


upon the throne, and unto the Lams far vor end eons 


And the beaſts ſaid, Amen. And the four and-twenty 
elders. fell down and wor ſhi d him: that liveth for ever 


and ever. ver. xi, &c. which is the attribute of Chriſt 
mentioned juſt before the Ag of the es 


chap. 4. 18. 


Thus we ſee that tl the difinguiſhing charaQers of the . 


Supreme Being belong to our Lord and Saviour Jeſus 
Chriſt; and to me it appears not more unreaſonable 


to deny humanity to one that has the eſſential qualities 


and properties of a man, than it is to deny divinity to one 
chat has the eſſential r 


III. 1. In the Abjeal, 4 the fallowi ag text ia pro- 
duced to proys that our 


* Leſlie's Lociaicn Controverſy diſcuſſed, Dial. 2. p. 45. 
+ 7 Philip ii. 10, 11, with Ifaab v. 23. and Rom. xiv. 11. 
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5 of God, or let other gods wor- 


and opertes of Gid. 


Jeſus Chriſt is is not God: 2 
To us there is but one, Gad, the Nabe of whom, are al! 
things ; and one Lord 75 eſut Cbriſt, by, whom are all 
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1 Cox. viii, 6s But! in the ſenſe 3 this 
E= is there introduced it would prove, that God 
dne ather is not Lord, though it is his title through 
the wh — for the text Le there is but one 
YN See alſo Ephel, iv. 5, 6. The truth is, che 
& is here oppoſing the one true God to the many 
the heathens, which, ſays he, are nothing in th: 
— bee of no power or life, much leſs of thoſe 
rt „Which diſtinguiſh the Supreme Being. 
| Kool not here be oppoſing the Father to Chriſt, be- 
cauſe he aſctibes to them a joint poſſeſſion of the Divine 
Attribute of creating power. The Almiglity is thus 
deſcribed by the ſame apoſtle; Or him and THROUGH 
lor by) him! ans all things. Rom. xt. 36. Here this 
character is equally given to the Father and to Chriſt. 
But who is he to whom the incommunicable attributes 
of Gad can be thus aſcribed? Not a mere man, but he 
who was with God in the beginning, and was Cod. 
2. Alike argument is drawn by the ſame author“ from 
that fimilar- paſſage of ſcripture, John xvii. 2. Thi; 
4s" life eternal to know thee the only true God, and Jeſus 
 Chrift whom thou haft fent. The ſenſe of which, as of 
all other paſſages, muſt be fixed by comparing ſerip- 
ture with ſcripture. Now the title of only true God 
does not exclude our Lord Jeſus Chriſt, becauſe we 
are aſſured, that he is the frue God, and eternal life, 
We are in bim that is true, even in his fon. 4 
Tus 4 is the-TRUE GoD, and eternal life. 1 4 wb v. 2 


3. The Writer of the Apa} tells tat Chriſt warf 


far from thinking of ſuch an inpious robbery as that of 
being equal with God; and refers us for the proof of 
wis to Phil. ii. 6. where weare affured, that he thought 
it no robbery at all, Here we are informed, that the 
tranſlation is wrong, and that the words in the original 
mean quite the reverſe of the ſenſe given in our Engliſh 
Bible. A little attention, however, ta the ſcope of 
che paſſage wilt enable us to diſcern, that the tranſla- 
tion is very agreeable to the context, and deſign of the 
apoſtle, W e is hero eee to n and 
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brotherly love, to abhor * and vain-glory, which 
are the ſources of ſtrife and contention; Let nothing 
ze dens through” firife or vain- glory, but in Lee of 
mind let each efleem other better than themſelves + And to 


have à tender concern for the welfare of others; Lokk 
not every mam on his nwn things, but every mun alſo on'the ; 
things of others. 1 obedience he ſets be- ; 
fore us the example of Chriſt, and ſhews us how great _ 
he was, and yet how low he deſcended for our fakes ; f ö 
Let this mind be in yon, which was alſo in Chrift Jeſus : EY 
Who being in the form of God, thought it not robbery to be „ 
equal with God : But made himſelf of no reputation, and g 
took upon him the form of 'a ſervant, and was made in the ; 
likeneſs of men, &c. And as a farther encouragement J 
to us, he reminds us of the exaltation of our Ne- , 
deemer as theiconſequence and reward of his profound 
humiliation ; 1Yhersfore God alſo hath highly exalted him, 2 


2 70 a name which is above eve _ = 
at the nume of Feſus every knee ſhould bow, &c. - In this 
paſſage there . evidently three different ſtates of k- | 
Chriſt pointed out to us: The firſt; his ſtate of dig- 
nity from which he deſrended; ho being In the form | 
God: The ſecond, his ſtate of humiliation, which | 

ie voluntarily took upon him; And took upon him the 
form of a ſervant And thirdly, his ſubſequent ftate ö 
of exaltation; N herefore God hath highly exalted him. 
Theſe three ſtates or conditions of Chriſt are eſſential 
td the apoſtle's argument: Fake away any one of them, 

and the example which the apoftle-would propoſe is 
loſt; the force of the argument is not only weaken- 
ed, but the argument itfelf entirely deſtroyed.“ If we 

ſet aſide the firſt ſtate, that of his natural dignity, the 

ſecond will be no longer a. ſtate of voluntary humilij- 
ation. For if he was not more than a man, it was 

not owing to his humility, but the order of nature, 

that he was made in the hiherieſs of men; and if he was but 

a creature, the form of a ſervant was as much dignity as 
belonged to him, for the higheſt of God's ereatures are 

his ſervants. But it is plain that he was in be form ef 

Cad before he was made inthe likeneſs of nen, becauſe this 

» See Biſhop Sherlock't Sermons, Vol. 4, Diſc. r. 
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is mentioned as one inſtance fi humility. On the 
. contrary, if it would have been an 2 robbery in 
ö Chriſt to have claimed an equality with the Father in 
4 the Godhead, where was his ſingular humility in relin- 
ll. - quiſhingthis claim? To abſtain fromthe higheſt inſo- 


lence does not ſurely conſtitute any one a pattern of hu- 
mility. Can a man be looked upon as very hutnble, ſo 
humble as to deſerve being highly exalted, becauſe he is 
not as proud as Satan himſelf? Common ſenſe will not 
allow us to ſuppoſe the apoſtle would argue thus: 
Wet this mind be in you which was alſo in Chriſt 
© Jeſus—who, having no pre- exiſtence, humbled him- 
ſelf to be made in the likeneſs of men; and, being 
but a mere man, was ſo very condeſeending as not 
to pretend to be equal with God? 

_ 1» This important paſſage of ſcripture'is illuſtrated by 
2 Cor. viii. 9. Ye know the grace of our Lord Feſus 
Chriſt, that though he was rich, yet for your ſakes he be- 
came poor, that ye through his poverty might be rich, Tn 

this text is implied, 1. That Chriſt was rich previ- 
ouſly to his becoming poor. 2. That his poverty was 
voluntary, the effect of his grace. And 3. That his 
riches and poverty refer to the ſame thing; to ſome- 
thing which he had, and might have poſſeſſed, but 
which he willingly relinquiſhed for our ſakes, otherwiſe 
there was no humility, nothing worthy of imitation, in 
his example. But what were the riches which he pdſ- 
ſeſſed previoully to his becoming poor ? He had cer- 

_ tainly none, unleſs we allow him to have exiſted before 
his incarnation. - Nor can his poverty have any refe- 
- xence to his low condition on earth, which yet the a- 

poſtle's argument requires, if we deny either his pre- 
exiſtence, or his natural greatneſs and dignity. The 
plain meaning is, that he was rich in glory before his 
incarnation, of which he emptied himſelf, when he 
che lien ef maſs. 3+u + fe nnrs, 

4. In the Appeal we are informed, that although Chriſt 
ſays he and his Father are one, he ſufficiently explains 
I himſelf, when he prays, that all his diſciples may be 

© one with bim and his Father, even as they two are one.” 


att 
Our Lord's e That 4 be one, even 4 
e are on? 3 not one with us, but one in us, as the con- 
ext explains it, ver. 21: or made Perſect in one, ver. 
3 ; which, 1 apprehend, refers chiefly-to that union, 
o often mentioned in ſcripture, fubſiſting between the” 


hu- rue diſciples of Chriſt, whereb y they are one body of 
e, ſo rhich hes the head. I would obſerve here, that the 
he is xpreſſion even as does not always denote. equality in the 


acred writings, but ſometimes fimilitude only: As, Be 
oye fell, even as your Father which is in heaven is a 
tt. v. 48. The ſcriptures ſpeak ſufficiently of our 
inful and imperfe& condition, to ſhew us in what ſenſe 
e are to underſtand theſe words. The Writer of the 
ſppeal Will agree with me, I am perſuaded, that we 
preſſion even as does not always imply -equality-z be- 
— there is another ceripens in Which if he allows 
t to have this ſignifieation, (as 1 believe it has, beeauſe 
f the eoneurrent teſtimeny ef other es) de will 
nvalidate all he has ſaid upon the dectrine of Chriſt's 
livinity.* The ſeriptures frequently the union 
hich fubſiſts betweerr Chriſt and his true dhſciples: 
ut not in the ſame terms ds of that which ſubfiſts de · 
ween the Father and Chriſt: Nor is the lory which 
rift gave his diſciples, all the glory which he hat 
ith the Father : W hat he. gave them may be learnt 
rom what they received, which is thus deſcribed by 
he evangeliſt; Of his  fulneſs have all we received, and 
race for grace. John 1. 16. But he had a glory with' 
he 2 before the world was. chap, xi. 5, which 
rtainly was not the glory which he received as man 
rom the Father, and gave to his diſciples. He had 
ikewiſe ſuch an union with the Father, that he conld' 
ay with propriety, A things that the Father hath are 
ine. chap. xvi. 15. And, 5 that hath ſeen me hath 
ten the Father. chap. xiv. 9. But can wary true chriſ- 
ian uſe, with propriety, t e ſame la T 
Again, The union which Chriſt had ich the Fa: 5 
her, was ſuch,” that he might juftly be called the Al- 


For the Farber rudgeth no mans but bath commint all judyment us 
o the Son. That al LS ſhould honour the Son muy Aas they bononr _ 7 


be Father, . 22, 23. 
5 mighty's * 


ü | | [T9917 5 . 
mighty's fellow: 4 O fword, againſt my ſbepherd, WM ** 
and againſt the MAN that is my FELLOW ſaith the Lord of 
Haft. Zech. Xili. 7. But who, except the man Chriſt Ml ** 
Jeſus, dares claim this title? And, the nature of this Ml * 
union appears in the ſtrongeſt light from hence, that an 
the Holy Spirit is indifferently called the Spirit of God, ch. 
and the Spirit of Chrift in the New Teſtament. Hoh cle 
men of. God, ſays St. Peter, ſpake as they.were moved by Ml ©" 
the Holy Ghoſt. 2 Peter i. 21. But this inſpiration, 
as the ſame apoſtle informs us, was from the Spirit of & 
Chriſt. .Of which ſalvation. the prophets have mquired 
and ſearched- diligently, who prophecied f the grace that I ©? 
| ſhould come unto you; ſearching what, or what manner of 
time the SPIRIT OF CHRIST which was in them did ſig- 


- nify, whinit rs re hand the ſufferings of Chriſi, ſes 
and the 2 7 i d; 


e glory that ſhould follow, 1 Pet. i. 10, &c. 80 4 
the Holy Ghoſt,” who dwells in the faints, is, in one WY 

| and. the Rave paige, called the Spirit of God, and MW * 
the Spirit of Chriſt; Ye are not in the fleſh, but in the 1 
Sporty if ſo be that the Spinir or Gon dwell in you. ry 
Now. if any man have not the Spixir or CHRIST be is il 


none of his. Rom. viii. 9. Our Lord affured his diſ- = 
ciples when he was going to leave the world, that He 1 
would ſend the Holy Ghoſt to them, who ſhould receive In 
of Hs, and ſhew it unto them. John xvi. 7, 14, 15. 
But ſhall we aſcribe unto a creature the power of ſend- Ty 
mg the Holy Spirit, who is God himſelf ? A creature = 
© to ſend God! And to give him ſomething of a crea- 
_ ©. ture's to carry |. A creature to call. God his meſſen- e. 
ger, and to ſay, he ſhall receive of ' MINE, and ſhew it 
© unto you ! A creature to ſay that all things which are .. 
God's are Hs !* This would be ſtrange indeed! Hef. 
is ſurely more than a creature who can uſe ſuch lan- . 
guage with proprie ex. þ 
 15-/The teim Cl as is juſtly obſerved in the A- 7 
peal, is ſometimes uſed in an inferior ſenſe in the 
<< ſcriptures.” But always in ſuch a manner, that 


<< there can be no danger of our miſtaking the ſenſe” = 
of it in ſuch paſſages ; which, by the way, are very ho 
few. In theſe there is never any divine attribute con- ot 


nected with it; but it is either in the plural number, 
e 3 


— 


as, I have ſaid pe are gods; or: by its eonnexion evi- 


# 


dences an inferior meaning, as, I will make Moſes a g 


to Pharaoh. On the contrary, when the word God is 
uſed without any ſuch connexion, and eſpecially when 
any divine attribute is added to it, we are certain that 
the Supreme Being alone is ſpoken of. Thus the moſt 


our bleſſed Saviour, He that, according to the fleſh, 


was a child born, and a ſon given, is alſo. the MIGuTy. 


Gop, Iſaiah ix. 6. The TRUE Gop, 1 John v. 20. 


The oxILY w1sE Gop, Jude 25. Emmanuel, Gon 


WITH Us, Matt. i. 23. GoD MANIFEST IN TEE 
FLESH, 1 Tim. iii. 16. Gop BLESSED FOR EVER, 
Rom. ix. 5; whom the inſpired Pſalmiſt thus addreſ- 
ſes, Thy throne, O Gon, is for ever and ever, Pſ. xlv. 
6; and whom Iſaiah ſaw in his awful viſion as the 
Loxp or HosTs, adored by all the glorious company 
of heaven, chap, vi. compared with John Xii. 41. 
6. The Writer of the Appeal thinks our Lord diſclaim- 
ed all title to the Godhead, in the anſwer he gave to 
the Jews when they accuſed him of blaſphemy. John 
x. 33- They to whom that anſwer was given thought 
otherwiſe, for they immediately attempted to appre- 
hend him, that they might puniſh him for perſiſting in 
his blaſphemy, as they judged it to be, but he eſcaped 
out of” their hand, ver. 39. When our Lord called 
himſelf the Sen of God, the Jews underſtood him as 


claiming a divine character, ſuch as could belong to 


Ino mere man whatever: And their behaviour upon 


ſuch occaſions ſhewed, that they looked upon this 
language of Chriſt as blaſphemy, and probably as 


an attempt to ſeduce them into idolatry ; a thing 


„ which they durſt not entertain the moſt diſtant 


„thought of.“ Therefore the Jews ſought the more to 


*1ll him, becauſe he not only had broken the ſabbath, but 


aid alſo that God was his Father, making himſelf EQUAL 


WITH Gop. John v. 18. And in the place abovere- 
ferred to, We fone thee—for blaſphemy, becauſe that thou, 


being a MAN, make}. thyſelf. Gor, chap. LA at: 
before 


ſhould be obſerved here, that the Jews had j 
been requeſting our Lord to give them a plam account 


4 


of 


fk 


EE TE 84.7 ] | 
of his real character 3 be the Chri/t (or Son 
God) tell us PLAINLX, ver. 24. Fo this he anſwers, 
I told au, and ye believed not, ver. 25. Now, can it b cea 
ſuppoſed, that he had told them he was but a mer yet 
nan; and yet could not perſuade them to believe it Ze. 
No; he had expreſſed himſelf in ſuch terms, as amount. Re- 
ed to a declaration, in their apprehenſion, that he wa of « 
NI Cad, ſee chap; v.18. To refer them there. the 
fore to his former anſwer, if he knew they miſunder-W 1:4 
ſtood it, was putting them off indeed; and give 
us no high idea. of his integrity, or of the propriety 0 
that title which is gies him, The cer geen Witneſs 
hut ĩt is evident that they underſtood our Lord accord. 
ing to his own: meaning, viz. as claiming an equality 
with the Father, for in that ſenſe it was that they 4, 
believed his aſſertion. Again; If the Jews-really mil. 


them to his death; for he declared himſelf-to be the in 

den of Gad before the Sanhedrim, as is recorded by alem 

the evangeliſts, though he knew what idea the expreſ. rem 

ſion conveyed to them, and ſuffęred himſelf to be con. 1 
of. 


demned to death on this very account; ! without giving 
the leaſt intimation that they miſtook him, and that he 
meant to ſay he was but a nere man. So that if Chriſ 
was not God, equal with the Father, he was acceflar 
to his on death, and therefore guilty of ſelf-murder, 
ſince there needed no teſtimony but his own to clear 
him from the crime laid to his charge; and, in this 
caſe, the Sanhedrim did an act of juſtice in-condemning 
bim to be guilty of death. Mark xiv. 64. 
7. In the great work of mediation, ourbleſſed Saviou 
condeſcended to take upon him the form of a ſervant, 
and as the reward of his humiliation, has all authority 
and power over the church committed to him: In this 
mediatorial kingdom, he muſt reign till all things ax 
put under his feet.“ But when the end cometh, and th. 
44ſt enemy is defiroyed ; then ſhall he deliver up this king- 
dom to Cod, even the Father, and bi himſelf alſo ſubject l 
Vim that put all things under him, that God may be all i 


3 Comp re 1 Cor. v. 27, with Phil; ili. 2 7. Pra Þ 
| : Wes | SR all, 


% 


1 


he received from the Father as Mediator ſhall then 
ceaſe, the work of mediation being fully accompliſhed ; 
mer yet he Mall ſtill reigu, in the glory abi he had with the 


Father before the world was, and that for ever and ever. 
Rev. xi. 15. He ſhall be, with the Father, the ſourcg 


the: very 71 heaven. The Lamb which is in the 


midft of thei throne ſhall feed them, (the redeemed) and 
gives ſhall ** them unto living Fountanns of waters: and G 
ety o Vall wipe away: all tears from their eyes. Rev. vii. 17. 
neſs, And again, J ſaw'no temple therein, ſays the favoured 
cord. diſciple, for the Lord God Almighty and the Lau are the 


it, and the LAMB is the light there h. xxi. 22, 23. 


Herz The Author of the Appeal thi s; that till the doc- 


trine of Chriſt's divinity, which he ſtyles, by way of 


> con- Mahometans, &c. p. 17 ve thewn from the word 
of God, that they, bach J ews and Gentiles, which 
were converted in the'apoſtles' days, were brought to 
Chriu all 3 of | Chrift that they might be ſaved; 

and I doubt not, La that the preaching of the goſpel, 


effect. Inſtead, therefore, of adapting the goſpel to 
he corrupt prejudices of mankind, let us join with 
he Pfſalmiſt in addreſſing our great Meſſiah, that, by 


5 iCleat 
in this 
emi 


os Micary ;' with-thy glory — majeſty. ' And 


horin n thy majeſly ride proſperouſly, betauſe of truth, and meet 
In tha a e : and thy-right hand ſbull teach ther 
188 are errible things annie are ſb 2 heartof the 
md ws enemiee," whereby the carer 8 bee. lam 
5 ling, e ba ee EEE 
bject ill >, e e i £ 2 1 pal ock) Len bs 


e all in 
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all. 1 Cor. xv. 24, &c. Although the authority which 


of eternal bliſs to the faints and, with him, conſtitute: 
temple fit. And the city had nn need of the fun, neither 
of the donn, to pine in it: far the ghry God did lighten 


eminence, **-the great corruption of — be 
removedz it will be in vain to 12 the goſpel to Jews, 


. ever it is ſucceſsful, will now produce the ſame 


he power: of his grace, all nations may become obe- 
dient to the faith. Gitd [thy ſtuord upon thy thigh, O0 
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AIN 0 E ny 3 thi 99 e 
tract, the author of the Appeal has pubii 

illuſtration of certain vera of feripture rating to to 
- the od ln of the Appeal, — % ſays, may be 
conſidered as a reply to all the anſwers he had ſeen to 
that eſſay. I ſhall now take notice of that i llſtration 


ſo far as relates to the doctrine I have been defending, 


eſpecially where a reply ſeems. more immediately to 
have been intended to 7 argument contained 1 in my 


ſhort . mage in 

l ee have Bae to me in 
reading over this illu/tration, and comparing it with his 
Appeal and Triumph of truth, which I ſhall lay before 
the reader, and then proceed to examine te is aid 
upon particular paſſages of ſcripture. 

1. In the preface to Mr. Elwall 5 ial, Kc. our au- 
thor declares it to be his opinion, that ** the. lower 
<<. claſs of people are as capable of judging concerning 
e the important truths of religion as the moſt learn- 
< ed ;” which, I have already obſerved, ſuppoſes, that 
the Engliſh tranſlation of the bible is ſufficient for in- 
ſtruction in theſe i important truths. Mr. Elwall, who 
is looked upon by our author as an eminent defender | 
of the truth, gives not the leaſt hint that our Engliſh 

Bible is likely to miſlead us in the doctrine of Chriſt's 
divinity; on the contrary, this doctrine is ſpoken of 
as being clearly repugnant to the Bible, and as a mat- 
ter which any man of common ſenſe may determine 
upon with the greateſt certainty, provided he be ſincere 
in his ſearch of trutl. N ag is more plain,” ſays 


Mir. Elwall, „than that a deceived heart hath turn- 


_<od chem“ (who hold this doctrine) ** afide, becauſe 

<< they will not make uſe of thoſe rational faculties 
which God has given them.” p. 12. Accordingly 
he tells, p. 1 55 that the octrine of Chriſt's _— is 
the 


. 8 IL, L 27 i] 5, 

the © maſter=piece of all the abfurdities that ever were 
<«-;invented::* and p. 16, that it is one of the moſt E 
« odious and abſurd doctrines that ever was impoſed- 


in leſs room for vague and unſatis factory eriticiſms. 

his However, it appears that our author does — . to 

fore Bl ſtand upon this graund, for in the preface to his illuſ- 

ſaid BN tration he eontradicts, as I apprehend; the ſentiments 

1 he had before! eſpouſed. He there tells us, that, 

au- though therinfpired writings/ were very intelligible 

wer BW © when frſtpublifheds a long egurſe of years has ren- 

ung ! dered ther extremely #ifficult:to us, who uſo a diffe- 

rn- © rent — x. 2 and whoſe manners and cuſtoms _ 

that ! ſo e unlike the Jews: that on this ac- | 

in- count, yen unlearned are very liable to wreſt the j 

ho ſcriptares.; and thatthe paſſages of ſcripture which 4 

ider he has attempted? to explain are, for the moſt. part, 

ns Oo OA . rv and; ipeculiarly difficult to under- * , 

Alt's ſtand.””-Refides, one unfavourable circumſtance,” 

n of he ſays; $6 odcurs With reſpect to the right underſtand- j 

nat- ing of the, ſcriptures in this country, that the Eng- j 

nine liſh trandjation of them was made at a time when j 

cere juſt emerged from the | 

ſays Ml darkneſs of popery, and — the belief of all thoſe 

urn- “ opinions which are combated in the A ( and N 

-auſe ¶ which he repeatedly calls the moſt abſurd and impious) | 

ties “ were almoſt univerſally. retained; Our tranſlators, 

ngly Wl << therefore, having Been educated in the belief of, and ' 

ty * in a ercuce for, thoſe opinions, ang not having | 
: 


judged that our tranſlation: gave an 


« on mankind, directly contrary. to natural and re- 
t vealed religion, and to all the rational faculties God 
<< has given us.? In the Appeal, p. 22, it is aſſerted, 

that men of plain und ndings never do believe 
Hany ſuch thing and that ſo far is the bible from 


giving the leaſt countenance to this doctrine, that 
it requires much acuraneſi to give it even a. plauſible 


colour.“ Upon this allowed ſufficiency of the Eng- 
liſh bible, I undertook my ſtort defence; not beeauſe I 


doctrine I defended; but that by appealing orily to the 
ſeriptures as We have them in our on language, the 


controverſy might be of more general uſe, and afford 


C 2 „had 


any advantage to the 


_ = © deſign, they ſhould, in many places of their verſion, 


if 28 Wm: 
4 had their minds ſufficiently enlightened: to call them 
jn queſtion, it is no Wonder that, without any ill 


<< have expreſſed their own ſentiments, and not thoſe 
« of the apoſtles. If this be really the caſe, the 
condition of the generality of ' people in this nation js 
truly deplorable. We are to receive the bible as the 
word of God upon pain of damnation, and yet we 
are quite uncertain where it ſpeaks the language of in- 
ſpiration, and where the ſentiments of the tranſlators : 


So that the goſpel, which-was intended, as this author 
ſpeaks,” to be the ſolid foundation of the faith, hi 
hope, and joy of cu people, * is become, ac. ¶ tu 
cording to him, quite infuffirient to any but thoſe Wh ca 
Who -underftand'the greek and hebrew languages, and ca 
_ the common peoptehaveryer ã ſolid fonmdatiom of their er 
faith to ſeek:õ Jam far from thinking that the know. 
(edge of che orginal lenpages ef Kripure is uſeleſs, a 
or that our tranflation is not im ſome places capable oi an 


amendment; but Lam perſuaded; that there is not 
one dectrine of revelation. de 1 
lation, or which maye not be hende our by: 
ing one ſeripture with undther; without) ſhaving: r . 
_ courſe either to the grecle cr hebrew. Fiſhalt;” there. 
fore, continue to appeal only to the Engliſh Bible, and 
leave to the learned thoſe dxitieiſms upon the origind 
languages which they may think needfu. 
22. I have already Mew the confiſtency' there is in 
ſometimes ſpeaking of Chriſt as inferior tothe Father, 
and ſometimes as equaÞwithihing "Phe author oi th 
the i//y/# ation) has not” diſcovered ehe Fnpropriety cl led 
ſuch language, — \cofitinies'ts make uſe of the ing 
acknowledged inferic of Ohriſt as man and media - ob 
tor to prove that he is ftr no Nenſe eqn Witti the Fa- © 
ther. When ſeveral paſſages in the Revelations were 2 
brought to evitce"the'divinity of Chtiſt; becauſe the 
incommunicable attribittes'6P God ate chere aſcribed 
to him, aid he is there fepreſentec as recen the © 
fame EP a8 the Father; the deuter. anſwers £3 
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To, 


* Appeal, p. 2222 N Short defence, p. 6. 5 8 
* 


Cay: 3 


is! in 


vor off 


common underſtanding 
inconcluſiwely in 2 We aſſert that Chriſt 
is God and man: the latter is allo yed; we prove the 


iti 8 book conſidered Chriſt 
a perſon ſubordinate to the Father, and the mi- 
6 niſter of his will, and therefore no ſingle expreſſion 5 
ſhould be interpreted in ſuch a manner as to make it. 

imply the contrary, p. 25, i. e. that Chriſt, as to 
his divine nature, is equal with the Father, for this is 


what he means by the ge Now let any man of 
judge who it is that reaſons 


former from the aſeription of the divine attributes to 


him, &c. To this our author replies; thoſe ſerip- 


tures cannot mean what they ſeem to expreſs; Chriſt 
2 be God, becauſe he is man. Surely they who 
argue thus ſhould not think thoſ e who oppoſe them 


— ra they will not make uſe of the rational 
< faculties which God has given them. Had this 
author made it appear that it is impoſſible the divine 


and human nature ſhould be united in one petſon, his 
arguing would have — coneluſiye; but till then it 
is juſt as weighiy as to 2 „that man cannot be en- 
dued with an immaterial 

ht bod iii 
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35 Jock: av before taken notice of they miſrepreſenta 5 
tion, which this author makes of the doctrine of 


Chriſt's divinity ;+ and am ſorry to find he ſtill inſinu- 


ates that we eſpouſe the ſenſeleſs notion of a plurality 
of Gods; — he muſt very well. know that it is: 


as much our belief there is bus one ſupreme Being, as 
that there are three penſons, (as they are uſually cal- 
led). in the Godhead. The Kean of texts relat- 


ing to the divinity; of Chriſt. is. introduced with this 


obſervation, . N can be more evident, from 


othing 
<.the whole tenor of the New Teſtament, than, that 
by the name of. the 
7 Faber is the only true God, excluſive of the Son, 


et the p perſon. wha is 
& or any other-4eing whatever. Nevertheleſs there are 


c ſome ſingle and; unconnected, paſſages, elpecially i in 
| 9 e p. 2535 355 375 e. 


See ſore defence Pe Te; 


: * 
* $a V 


CY 


ul becauſe he has a mate 5 


: | [ * | 
cc dur trönſtadon of Ae l ſeem to favour Ml 51 
- << the (contrary/opinibny7 namelyptharofithe:divinity MY l 
of Chriſt.“ p. 21. This pinion; that there ar: = 

more beings than one WhO are ſuprame, is no leſs con. 

trary to our doctrine than it is to ommon ſenſe; *and Ml -:c 
therefore, ought not to be charged upon us. Wo- 4 
ever would prove that our doctrinę is dontrary to rea. 
ſon muſt ſhew, that it is impoſſibie the Divine Being 
can ſubſiſt in ſuch à manner us to make it proper tha oil 
he ſhould repreſent himſelf as Father; Son, aud H 

Ghoſt; which we, on account of the diſtinct agen 

864 to each in the' ſcriptures; call by the name MF * 
perſons ; hereby not pretending to explain the precicl * 

manner of this ſubſiſtence, but on uſps the fitteiſ 

term which human la rd to epreſs th 
inexplicable myſtery.” Ie is not candid to miſrepreſen 

a doctrine we oppbſe; but this is Continually- ne by 

thoſe who deny tie doctrine of the Trinity. If the 

would oppoſe us by rational arguments, let them no 
| 95 about to prove chat the exiſtenee of three Gods 
doctrine 0er) contrary to reaſon; but that dt 
exiſtenee of à triune God is ſo . If they are conſciou 
that they eannot demonſtrate the doctrine, as we pro 
feſs it, to be abſurd; let them not be un willing to ac 
knowledge this inability ;/ much Heſs perſiſt in miſte 
preſenting our belief, and then triumph in refutin 
what we never aſſertecdl. It is euſy to avalb themſelya 

of the obſeurity with which, in our preſent ſtate d 

imperfect knowledge, we are obliged to ſpeak of th 
myſtery, and from thence to argue that we believe 
know not what; but a9 1 60 ne: * wit 
equal force be uſed with reſpect to the very being of 

God, his eternity, "el arp ; arid hnpreſence, 

which we can not form more adequate ideas, than 

his exiſtence in a trinity of perſons, as ſet forth-in d 

vine revelation.” 0 o en Ind eit clo 

4 In my Hort defence it was not my intengon: 

ele, l. of the Trinity any farther tha 
was nec in ſpeaking to that of Chriſt's divinity 

and, therefore, I ad +4 quote 25 nee bf ſcrip 

ture * upon that bead. The firſt Was, I J 0 

V. 
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avour \-p.1the-adtheaticity.of ade indebd,; been-cal- 
vinity led. in queſtion, and concerning which he lluftrator 
e are Ml aſſerts, that it is not to De forind:in any; ancient 
con-. „ maniſtript.“ p. 381 This affertion the reader: may 
; and compare with what Mr. Jones chas ſaid oꝰthis fubject. 
Vho- (See bis Catholic dofrine of h Trinity prourd, p. 63) 
0 rea- There has been much diſputinig: about the autheriti- 
Bein:Ml | 105 wityroß this tet. I firmbʒ believe it to be genuine for 
r cha the following weaſons n 11:8t. Jerome, d wha d a 
Y Hi) + betten/oppotrubity: cofs he true merits of 
the cauſe, than e can poſſibly h ve at this 'diftance 
ime oi 4 of time, tellsus „that he found but how it 
preeiſ had been adulterated, miſtranſlated; and omitted on 


tte 5 purpaſe ta elude he truth. gi: The Hivines ef To- 

ſs th vnn having cõmpared. many otim copies. i found this 

preſent te but im ſive uf them!; nd! ron ner | 
ne bl found it retinedin-mine of fixteen auriani u 

If the 5 — heed #c30iEt is certuinly quoted twice St. 

em no an, who wrote before the council of Mee: and 

ods (1 o by Tertullian tas the reader iocleft to dudge after 


hat th s ehe has gend the paſſage in the margin. & Dr. Clarke, 
nſci - <therefore;' is motto be believed, Wl he tells us it 
ve pro was never cited: by any of the Larinſ before St. Je- 


to ac 5“. A Fhe al dds; that: allowing this text 
mise tobe genume;cit'ts but” ©© ſuppoſed ca contain the doc- 
efuting = — the Frinity; becauſe, imfact it 

mſe le more than that theſe three agree in giving the fame 


+ teſtimony. If the Father, thi Word, and the Holy 
0 are three that bear record in heaven, then the 


Yor For ſince tlie inſpired. writers:inform us that!zh- 


| that theſe three are dne. 


5. The other” — 1 8 . the 
doctrite of the ee er — r e Pick of 


Is ny. 4-4 3 bac beg 11) 455 16. 22 270 11 57 

| Pnit. Ecc Bo 
pet & {Fant ad Canon in ue, ni in e 1 8 cit e, 
divin i - --alterum es aſtero j G tref num, ſunt, &. Adv. Prax. 5 Sees the text 
F ſcrit in his 2d edition. The reader may likewiſe conſult what Calamy, 


n Pool, e laid upon this conteſted paſſage. 


| 
N 
! 
") 
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| 


of the Trinity is "certainly \xontained ir this | 


Father j the Mond, and'the' Holy” Ghoſt is God, it muſt 
! — —— ens n or 


8 a=. arc 
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baptilm: Matt. WP 195100 yr tnditeach 
4 all nations, bapt ixiug them int name off ue Father, and 
, the Song — of tbe Holy Ge. Allowing the terms 
Father, Son, — Holy Ghoſt to be expreſſive of the 
only true God, the meaning of this paſſage is: moſt 
obvious and natural; but with a: ſocinian .interpreta- 
tion it will be — ſenſe of lit; for ar- 
10 to this we are to be baptized / into the name of 
0 Gol, the name ofla mere man, and the name of the 
peer of God an interpretation which; I think, ſuf. 

/ ficienitly: refutes itfelf. In the iUuftration it is ſaid, 
Fhis form of baptiſm. ſeems to be intended to re. 
„mind chriſtians 2 the different parts which. God it 
& and Chriſt, and the Holy Ghaſt, acted in: the eW it 
4 of man's redemption,” p. „ 1 
mtans by the Holy Ghaſt asi ——— 
I am at a loſs to conceive: After havinginformed us, * 
„that by the Holy Ghoſt no diſfinct perſon is meant, 
but only the power and energy of God, or God bim. 
ſelf conſidered. as emerting his power, it ſeems to me to 
be as unintelligible-to talk of the different parts which 

'i Gad, and the: Holy Ohoſt . acted in the ſeheme of 
man's redemption, as it would be to tell us of the dif- 
ferent parts Which God, and the power of God, acted 
in the work of creation. Our author thinks himſelf 
vindicated | in ſuppoſing that this text does not imply 
an equality of 0” 441266 hp Son, and Holy Ghoſt, be- 
ene the apoſtle Paul ſays, 1 Cor. x. 2. that the 
8 abildren of Iſrael were — unto Maſer, but he 
S certainly-did not mean that Moſes was their God.“ 
Here, I it plain, the apoſtle uſes the term ap- 
i tized — in a figurative ſenſe, or by way ot alluſion, 
and not. in that proper: manner in Nhich it is uſed in 
the paſſage under conſideratiom: For it was in th: 
cloud, and in the fea, that the children of Iſmel are ſaid 
to have. been baptized-unto, Moſes, and not hy an or- 
dinance expreſſive of any dedication of themſelves. to 
bim; which ſhews that the being baptized wity Miſes, 


ö 1 the —— phraſes. * (ag. $ oh enen un 
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teach from that folenin inſtitution. of, Chriſt we are now con- 


nd ſidering. Beſides, it is not ſaid that: they were bap- 


erms tized in the name of Maſen, but only unto Moſes; where - 
f the as we are to be baptised in the name of the Son as well 
moſt as of the Father. x The apoſtle, who is certainly the 
reta- WM beſt interpreter; of his on words, ſhews us that theſe 
r ar- exgreſſions are far from being ſynonymous ; for he 
ne of WM aſks the Corinthians with an evident abhorrence of the 
f the Wl thought, Allem he laptineu IN THEN AME! OF Paul? 
uf- WM 1 Cox. i. 15 and vejoices that be had baptized ſo 
fard, de chriſtian converts at Corinth, % am ſhaals Jay he 
o re- had\baptized I HIS OWN NAM R, v. 45. But ſurely, 


God Ml if thisrexpreſſion had only implied the being baptized 
heme into the profeſian of his doctrine he would: net have 


zthor Ml -theviaifuchian tbkorfencelofat; ; fbr: in this ſenſe, they 
3od, might haverbeen daptized rib well as writs 
us, Ml Apfes.! \ Whereadlifqtheappointed:form-of this ſacred 
eant, ordinanee intimates olenm dedi 


edidation of ourſelves 


him- to hini in whoſe-name-we are baptized; as I doubt not 


ne to it does, the propriety: of the apoſtles abhorrence is 


vhich evidentz fon no creature muſt tbe. joined. with God 3s 
ne of Ml thẽ object᷑ of that dediratiom which: we make of our- 
e dif- ſelves ta God In baptifmy!? 0b 11iounolot radar 04 


acted il 6. H might urge many other-ſcriptures:whichioon- | 


mfclf taino theo doc trim dra fromm :thieſe E ſtave already 
r quoted; hut at preſeut, I thall but add one more, and 
this is the Vith chap. of Iſaiah, as expoundedrby:the 
nfpired writers) of the Nem Teſtament. The pro- 
S phet:fays; 7 aw ti Lord fetihg: ain & throne; bigh 

and tifted uf —bboor ut- food thenſeraphim++and ant cried 

wits unorhon amd chu, boly; holyyt SNN it Lon of 


ing glory to the only true God ; hut this God is Fa- 
ther, Son, and Holy Ghoſt, if the language of inſpi- 
ratiotis to be regarded. That the Father ĩs here ſpoken 
of is allowed on all hands: that, tha Sof is likewiſe 
here interded appears f 
this 'paſſagez wen hauing me 
18 01 (rr - Kos 125 
bt ei ner ad tht ahy were e 
AG fix, s. 
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ized in the name of John, See 


the 


/ 


Hefte: Here the heavenly hbftcare preferited as giv- 


c from St Jolmis expofition of 


Zi: 381 8 
77 unte John's baptiſm, 
e 


1 
8 
0 
x 
| 
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4 
the Jews — lbs ben cen. fo danny 
miracles befere them, chf xiit 37. gives the reaſon of 
it in the words of the prophet taken from this chapter. 
He hath blinded their eyes, and hardened their hearts, &c. 
and then adds, v. 41. Phe eſe things ſaid Eſaias when he ſaw 
his glory and ale of him, viz." of Chriſt, as the con- 
text requires, hdd is therefore Lord of hoſts t And 
in the Acts, lets xxvili. St/ Paul informs us that the 
Words which the prophet received from the Lord 
off hofts; recorded in this chapter, were ſpoken by 
the Holy Ghoſt.” Mellpate oo Holy ge by Eſarts 
the prophet, ſ ing, Go' unto'this'people; &c. The Hoh 
Ghoſt, therefore, with the Father and Cbriſt, is the 
Lomb of hoſts whom the ſeraphim adore; cj :. 

. In proving the eternal exiftencedf our! bleſſed Re- 
deemer, compared 'Ifaiah xliv. C. with Rev. f. 1). 
and xl 13. In te former pafſage the Al ip 
— in dhe ſtreongeſt terms that he alan is THE 
'FIRST\and THE' LAST, and that this attribute belongs 
to: no other being but the true God. Thus faith the 
LonD ef bet, 1 am THE FIRST andiÞ. anm'THE 
LAST; an BESIDES: MR TIR I O GO. Vet 
— with what — does the bleſſed J eſus claim this 
orious attribute of deity when his beloved diſciple 
Ry is dead at his fret, aſtoniſed at the majeſty; of his 
appearance: "Fear not, ſays he, IAM TR FIRST'AND 
 *"THEYVAST; © Now: by what means could our Lord 
more clearly declare himſelf to be (as to his diyine 


——— AA = _— 
4 — — - — — « 


this title }>Tt:is that which-the-icreator-has cliofen to 
5 diſtinguiſh himſelf from ceature of whatever 
rank or office. I appeal tothe unprejudiced reader 
whether it be a ſufficient anſwer to this argument to 
ſay, 1. That St. John elſewhere iſpeaks of Chriſt 
as ſubordinate to the Father, and the miniſter of 
c his will />which,-as 1 have before obſerved, is on- 
declaring him to be likewiſe wan, and does not in 
f — the proof of is being n: 
Or, 2. That this high title is — to Chriſt 
with reſpect to the Rate f glo 2 Gat which he' is ex- 
* alted by the Father,“ when God' has told us that 
| | this 
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nature) the ſelfcexiſtent Jehovabi; than by aſſuming 


1 


— 3 
any his title points out the diſtinchon' between him and 
" 05 very ereaturg. Or, 3. That Chriſt is likewiſe cal- 


ter led The Amen, the faithful and true witneſs, the be- 


coo. WH pinning af tbe creation of God. p. 25. 206. 
— 4 : e will attend to the N N 
on. Frawn from our Lord's uſe of the expreſſiom I Ant, * 
and De willy that it does not reſt upon the mere 
the / of thoſe Words, as the author of the illigratiun 
rd Nuppoſes, p. 41, but upon the manner in which they 
by if e uſed. I. very readily allow, that our Lord might 
faids Nave ſaid I am, or J am he, to any queſtion reſpecting 
Joly is identity without claiming an equality with the Fa- 
the her, any more than the blind man mentioned John 
. x. made ſuch a claim, when he ſaid I am, or I am be, 


and was glad. As the writer to the 


Sbort defence, po. 


% 


o thoſe-who enquired whether he was the perſon who 
before ſat and begged, V. 8, 9. On the contrary, 
uppoſing the greek words here tranſlated I am to have 
deen rendered I am he, the eternal exiſtence of Chriſt 
ands as clearly evinced from his uſe of them, com- 
pared with the context, as if he had uſed that ſimilar: 
declaration of the-ſelf-exiſtent God, Befare the day was . 
am he. Iſ. xliü. 13. The illaſtrator ſays, the 
* meaning of the. paſſage clearly is, that Abraham 
© foreſaw the day of Chriſt, and that Chriſt was the 
ſubject of prophecy before the times of Abraham.“ 
p. 40. | ROM POIs of the 56th verſe, 
Hour Abraham rejoiced to ſae my day; and he ſaw it, 
ff 8 - the Hebron 5 
it, He ſaw the promiſes afar iff, and was: perſuaded of 
| them, Ks parti t h. xi. 13. Ude che 42 
laration the Jews propoſe a queſtion to our Lord con- 
erning his exiſtence; Thou art not yet years old, 
and haſt thou ſeen Abrabam? v. 57. To this our 
Lord anſwers, Verily, verily, I jay unte you, before 
lbrabam was I am. V. 58. He does not in this verſe. 
repeat what he had juſt declared to them in the_56th- 
verſe, but anſwers a queſtion reſpecting his exiſtence 
in the words of the ſelf-exiſtent Jehovah; and when 
hey underſtood this well known language in its uſual 
enſe, our Lord confirms their interpretation by his 
ſilence, and by eſcaping out of their hands. 9. 
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upon Chriſt as the reward of his obedience unto 


. „ 
* * 


30 J. 
pon this pa Load s prayer, recorded i D 
2 EX xvii. Aud now, O' Father, glorify thou me with thin WM te 
ownſelf, with the glory which 1 — with thee before the 
a; v. F. the author of the illaſſration ſays, th 
1 < this muſt neceſfarity mean the glory which was in- pf 
<< tended for him in * God before all Z. 
< time, ſinoe in many other places the p Nr and & 
& glory. "which were conferred upon Chriſt are ex- 
< preſsly ſaid to be the reward of his n and cle 
< to be ſubſequent to his reſurrection. p. 40. Sup- wi 
poſing what this laſt clauſe aſſerts to be true, that al tiv 
the glory which was conferred on Chriſt was ſubſe- wi 
quent to his reſurrection; how will this prove that fe 
the glor which Was not conferred. upon: him Was {ff tat 
too ? Or, becauſe power and glory were conferred Ml do 


death, how does it neceſſarily follow, that he had no 


glory with the Father before the world was ? 1 confe(: il - 
can ſee no neceſſity of ſuch coneluſion from ſuch WM ;; 
premiſes. The ſeriptures are as exprefs in declaring fl #4 
that Chriſt had glory with the Father in the beginning, MI +: 
befar? the world was, as that glory was conferred up- 
on him in conſequence of his obedience-uhto death, ge. 
and therefore we ought to believe both theſe declara- 
tions; nor ſhould any one preſume te deny the one WF ;5 
| becauſe he acknowledges the other, till he 12 theyn WH / 
that they are incompatible. It is readily granted, that 
Chriſt had not that glory before his incarnation which 4: 
was the reward of his edience unto death, and was 7 
ſubſequent- to his reſurrection," viz. the glory of his 
mediatorial kingdom, Which glory will be laid aſide 1 
when the work of mediation is fully accom pliſhed, fo 
1 Cor, xv. 24 : But the glory here ſpoken of is that 
which he had when het was in the form of God. 
Phil. ii. 6. and which preceded Mis taking upon him 60 
the form of u ſervant, and- his being made in the. 
likeneſs of ment V. i AIOUDED 6. Nun d 
10. We are not tol reel in the n vation how Melchize- ry 
dec was made lite Wnt the Son Ge, in having no by 
beginning of- days · recorded of him; Heb. vii. 33 nor by 
how our Lord'was the weak s ao as the 'ofpring of W n 
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reader to his own reflexions on theſe paſſages. | 
11. I was not alittle ſurprized to find it aſſerted in 


the Uuflration, that the addreſs to God quoted from 


Pſ. cii. in the epiſtle to the Hebrews, ch. 1. 10. Thou 
Lord in the beginning haft laid the foundation of the earth, 


Sc, is mentioned? without any hint of it's being ap- 


« plied to Chriſt.” p P-.35: T think this ſcripture is as 
clearly applied. to Chri 


which conſiſts of texts from the Old Teſtament rela- 


tive to the glory of Chriſt, except the 7th verſe, 
s are deſcribed to ſhew their great in- 
feriority to him. The manner in which theſe quo- 


wherein the 


tations are connected puts this, I W e beyond 
i | 
Unto which of the angels ſaid he at any ime, Thou art 
my Son, this day have ] begotten thee ? v. 5, 

AND AGA 
be to me a den ? ib. - 

AND AGAIN, be faith, end let ol the angels f God 
worſhip bim. v. 6. 

AND OF. THE ANGELS he ſaith, als maketh his an- 
gels ſpirits, and his miniſters a 455 fire, v. 7 

UT UNTO THE So he ſaith, throne, 2 God, 


it for ever and ever ;* a ſceptre of eie is the 
ſeeptre of thy kingdom, Sc. v. 8. 


AND, Thou Lord in the beginning haſt laid the fun- 


dation of the earth, and the veins! are * works 05 thine 
hands, &c. v. 10. 


Bur To WHICH OF THE ANGELS ſaid he at any 


time; Sit on my "right band, until 1 make thine enemies BE 
FOO. &c. v. 11. 


9 These words * our toe. favs, © may be VE. Gedi is thy 
« throne for ever and ve r; that i is, God will eſtablith the authority of 
“ Chriſt till time ſhall be no more. 


This way of tranſlating and expounding hk text, appears to me very 


unnatural ; The inſpired writers often uſe the word chrone in a figura- 


tive ſenſe for the Poulin and diſplay of glory, majeſty, or dominion, 


but never in the ſenſe here ſuppo ed. We often read of God's throne, 
but never of God being any one's throne. Chriſt is ſaid to ſit on the 
the throne of God, and on his own throne, but ok, to ſit * God as 


his throne, | 
D e The 


David, Rev. xxii. * 7 5 therefore leave the | 


as any in the whole paſſage, 


„I will be to him a Father, and he ſal | 


j 
' 
3 
1 


The conjunction — * „ to the quotation from 
the 102 Pſ. in the 1oth verſe, refers to the applica- 
tory expreſſion, unto the ſon he ſaith, prefixed to the 
preceding quotation in the 8th verſe, and therefore has 

Juſt the ſame force as if it had been ſaid, Ax D uN ro 
THE SON HE SAITH, Thou Lord in the beginning, &c. 
12. I have dy obſerved, that the firſt chapter 
of St. John's goſpel ſets forth the divinity of Chriſt 
ſo clearly, that the greateſt force muſt be put upon it, 

and the moſt unnatural conſtruction made uſe of to 

evade its teſtimony. to this important truth. The 2/- 

 Iuftration of the 14 firſt verſes evidences, I think, the 
truth of this remark. In the beginning was the 
word, and the word was with God, and the word was 

Ged. The ſame was in the beginning with God. All 

things were made by him; and without him was not any 
thing made that was made. In him was life, and the 
life was the light of men. And the light ſhineth in dark- 
neſs, and the darkneſs comprehended it not, T here was a 
man ſent from God, whoſe name was, Fohn, The ſame 
came for a witneſs, to bear witneſs, of the light, that all 
men through him might believe. He was not that light, 
but was ſent to bear witneſs of that light. That was 


,, de co 4c 


= 2 


the true light, which lighteth every man that cometh 8 
into the world. He was in the world, and the world 7 
was made by him, and the world knew 15 not. He 00 
came unto his oon, and his own received him not. a 
But as many as received him, to them gave he power | 1 
to become the ſons of God, even to them that believe le 
on his name : And the word was made fleſh, and dwelt: WW 1. 
among us (and we beheld his glory, the glory as of the 1 
only begotten of the Father) full of grace and truth. + ; 
Our author introduces this paſſage of ſcripture by Ml -* 
obſerving, that ** many of the texts, which are uſual- il 
<< ly alleged in proof of the divinity of Chriſt, relate 7 
* to God the Father only:“ of which this is one ; 
Dof the moſt remarkable.” p. 30. Yet immediately i n 


after the quotation he ſays, Theſe words, inter- 
© preted in the moſt literal manner, only imply that 
the Word, or Chriſt, had a being before the creation 
& of the world, that he had the title of God, or a _ 
| | an 


BY. 


© and was the zandrontent h whom the ſupreme God 
<© made all things; but they by no means imply that 
© he was true and very God; for magiſtrates, and o- 
ce thers are ſometimes called Gods on àccount of their 
c power and dominion, in which they reſemble God.“ 


p. 31. Now if by the Word is meant Chriſt, as the 


illu/trator here allows, how is it that this text relates 


to God the Father only ? Nothing, I think, can be 
more atbitrary than ſuch 


| an aſſertien, when the evan- 
geliſt expreſsly tells us, that the perſon concerning 
whom he wrote was the ozly begotten of the Father, v. 14. 
It is granted that magiſtrates are ſometimes called Gods 
on account of their power and dominion, 'which they 
are appointed to exerciſe over others as God's 'vice- 


gerents: But the evangeliſt intimates that the Word, 


or Chriſt, was God previouſly to the exiſtence of any 
creatures, with relation to whom he might be a G 


by office; in the BEGINNING, or from everlaſting, as 


this term is uſed in Prov. vil. 22, 2.3, the zword ton: 
with God, and, was God; and, therefore, he is God by 


nature, This important truth is repeated, v. 2, The 
ſame was in the beginning with God: And then we are 


informed that gl! things were made by him, and withont 
bim was not any thing made that was made. v. 3. Our 
author: thinks “ the derivation of Chriſt from the 
Father, and conſequently his dependance upon him, 

&« is ſufficiently rp by his 'being called, in the 
« laſt of. theſe verſes, the only begotten of the Father.” 


T have elſewhere ſhewn in what ſenſe our Lord is cal- 


led the Sor of God, * and therefore ſhall not now en- 


large on this ſubject: I would here only obſerve, that 


the appellation uſed in this paſſage ſhews that Chriſt 


is not called the Son of God in the ſame ſenſe as holy 
men are in ſcripture, but in a ſenſe peculiar to himſelf, 


otherwiſe he could not be ſtyled the ox begotten f 
the Father. | 5 W 

The moſt literal interpretation of this paſſage does 
not, however, exactly fuit our author's ſentiments ; for 


_* Short Defence, p. 23. Ta 


8 40 13 
he adds, <« to me it — 4 that the apoſtle does not 
«© ſpeak of the pre-exiſtence of Chriſt in this place; 
<« but only of the power and wiſdom of God, which 
„ dwelled, wes 1-0 p urging in his fleſh.” And again, 
% By the word , God, we are not to underſtand any 
<< being Si Fay God; but only the power or 
5 energy God, which is fo "much with God, that it 
< properly belongs to his nature, and is not at all diſ- 
« tinct from God himſelf; and that the ſame power 
< which produced all things was manifeſt to men in 
<< the perſon of Jeſus Chriſt.” This /Iuftration is 
more diſtant from the evident ſcope of the paſſage than 
the former; and disfigures this plain, and connected 
diſcourſe of the apoſtle with a moſt unaccountable re- 
. petition of ſomething quite foreign to his purpoſe. 
According to the illu/tratgr we are to ſuppoſe, that the 
evangeliſt introduces his account of the incarnation of 
Chriſt, and of his ſolemn inauguration into his pro- 
phetic office on earth, by repeatedly telling us, that 
power was with God from ihe beginning, and that 
power was ſo much with God, that it properly be- 
longed to his nature; that all things were made by 
power, and that without power was not an y. thing 
made that was made. Now can any man, who, will 
make uſe of the rational faculties ich God has 
given him, believe that this is the apoſtle's meaning ? 
js ſure if it is, the art of criticiſm muſt be racked 
to diſcover the connexion of his diſcourſe. * Whereas, 
allowing the doctrine of Chriſt's Divinity, nothing can | 
be more intelligible than the ſenſe of. the. three firſt 
verſes, or more natural than their connexion with the 
ſubſequent part of the chapter. 

Beſides, the evangeliſt ſays ſeveral things of the 
Mord, which are not applicable to power, wiſdom, or 
any quality, but evidently belong to a perſon ; which 
demonſtrates: that he 1s not ſpeaking of a quiality. but a 
perſon, John came for a witneſs, to bear witneſs of the 
light, that all men through him might believe. He was not 
that light, but was ſent to bear witneſs f that light. 
Surely the evangeliſt did not mean to inform- us, that 

John was not wiſdom, or that wiſdom did not reſide 
in 


in John; but that he was not the Chri/t, that perfor 
of whom he is ſpeaking throughout the paſſage. A- 
gain, HE was in the world, and the world was made by 
HIM, and the world knew HIM not. HE came unto HIS 
own, and HIS own received HIM not, But as many as 
received HIM, to them gave HE: power to become the ſons 
of God, even to them that believe on HIS NAME, It is 
plain, I think, that the relatives in this ſentence refer 
to the ſame antecedent, and that the antecedent refer- 
red to is he on whoſe name we. are to believe for ſal- 
vation, the Lord Jeſus Chriſt, Again, The word 10as 
made fleſh, and dwelt among us, and we-bebeld H1s glory, 
the glory as of the only begatten of the Father, full of grace 
and truth, The evangeliſt in this verſe likewiſe puts 
beyond doubt what he means by the Mora, for he 
calls him the only begotten of the Father, a title appro- 
priated to Chriſt. | - 2 

13. An expoſition equally ſtrange with the preced- 
ing does this author give of Col. i. 16. For by him 
were all things created that are in heaven, and that are in 
earth, viſible and inviſible, whether they be thrones, or 


dominions, or principalities, or powers; all things-were 


created by him, and far. bim. In this paſſage,” he 
ſays, we have a view given us of the gieat and hap- 
% py change that was made in the world by the goſ- 
« pel; for by creation we are to underſtand the new 
creation, or renovation, in which ſenſe, the ſame 
word is uſed by the apoſtle, Eph. ii. 10.“ p. 44. 
It is very true, that the words generally rendered to 
create or creation, are uſed in ſcripture to expreſs the 
great change produced in the tempers and conduct of 
men by the goſpel ; As, MFuny man le in Chriſt be is 
a new creature. 2 Cor. v. 17. And, We are his work- 
manſbip created in Ghrift Feſus unto gaod works. Eph. ii. 
10. Rut becauſe the word creation is ſometimes uſed 
to. enpreſs the renovation of mens minds, it will by 
no means follow, that it muſt have the ſame ſigniſica- 
tion in this paſſage : For it is not men only who are 


here fait] to have been created by Chriſt, but all things 3 
things inviſſhle, as well as viſible; things in heauen, as 


well as things on earth: And is this giving us a view 


* o 
— 


11 
of the change produced in the world by the goſpel! 
Were things in heaven depraved, that they needed 
any change of temper? Or was the goſpel ſent to 
things inviſible, to thrones, dominions, principalities, 
and powers, to engage them to change their conduct 
If the words of ſcripture have ſo little connexion with 
the ſenſe, as this illaſtration ſuppoſes, it will be no 
hard matter to make them prove any thing. The 
change produced in the minds of men by divine grace 
through the goſpel, is very fitly called a renovation, ot 
zew creation, becauſe it really is ſo: it is the making 
of what did not exiſt before, the creation of neywM - 
principles of action, new tempers, and diſpoſitions; 
hut that the inviſible powers in heaven need any ſuch 
renovation is contradicted by all the accounts we hay: 
of them in ſcripture. The glory of Chriſt as head 
of the church, mentioned in the 18th verſe, and in 
Epheſ. i. 20-23. is diſtinguiſhed from that which he 
has as Creator of all things, as I have already ob. 
ſerved,* and as appears from comparing the 16th and 
. x$th verſes of this chapter. 
14. In my proof of Chriſt's omnipreſence I menticn. 
ed that converſation with Nicodemus, in which our 
Lord ſpeaks of himſelf as being in heaven, and on 
earth, at the ſame time. The author of the ira. 
Zion thinks this mode of expreſſion to ſignify only 
<« a ſtate of intimate communication with God,” and 
aſſerts that the notion of a local heaven above the 
* clouds is altogether fanciful.” p. 42. I ſhall noi 
enter into a debate with him about the locality of hes. 
ven, but thus much I would obſerve” by the way, 
that ſince the word of God, in its leaſt figurative ex- 
preſſions concerning heaven, intimates a locality, we 
have not ſufficient-ground from ſcripture to treat ſuch 
a notion as a mere fancy. Many mere men have en- 
| Joyed very intimate communication with God, 2 
oſes, with whom God ſpake face to face, as a mat 
fpeaketh unto his friend, Exod. xxxiii. 11. Vet of 
him, or of any otheg, is it not ſaid, that he was in 
* heaven and earth at the ſame time; but the being in 
: bert defence, p. 6, 79. 
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heaven is ſpoken of in ſcripture as inconſiſtent with 2 
ſtate of mere humanity on earth: As 2 Cor. v. 6, 8. 
While we are at home in the body, we are abſent from the 
Lord. I do not pretend to form any idea of the man- 
ner in which St. Paul was caught up into the third 
heaven, ſince he himſelf has declared he was ignorant 
of it, and knew not whether he was in the body, or 
out of the body. 2 Cor. xii. 2. 
15. That our bleſſed Redeemer is really preſent, as 
to his divine nature, with all his diſciples, at all times, 
and in all places, I think, is evident from the fcrip- 
tures I have quoted in the defence, p. 11. Our author 
has commented upon thoſe taken from St. Matthew's 
goſpel: In illuſtrating that promiſe of our Lord men- 
tioned ch. xxviii. 29. Lo, 1 am with you alway even un- 
to the end of the world, he fays, Chriſt, who is con- 
« ſtituted head over all things to his church, undoubted- 
ly takes care of its intereſts, and attends to what- 
ever concerns his diſciples ; and being with a perſon, 
< and taking care of him are, in the language of ſcrip- 
e ture, equivalent expreſſions.” p. 26. to prove which 
we are referred to ſome texts in Geneſis, where God 
is ſaid to have been with Iſhmael, Abraham, Jacob, 
and Joſeph. See Gen, xxi. 20, 22: xxviii. 15. xxxix. 
But theſe paſſages make againſt our author's - 
luſtration: For from them we learn, that when God 
promiſes to be with any one, he means that he will be 
really preſent with him to do him good : And fo we 
are to underſtand our Lord when he makes the ſame 
promiſe; that he will not only be preſent with his 
diſciples, but preſent with them to bleſs, and guide, 
and preſerve them. Becauſe being wth a perſon in the 
language of the Old Teſtament implies a favourable 
preſence, it ſurely can never be deduced from hence, 
that the ſame phraſe in the New Teſtament implies 
no preſence at all, but only the favour of an abſent 
perſon, The illuſtrator adds, that Chriſt may even 
„be perſonally preſent with his diſciples when they lit- 
& tle think of it. But it is by no means neceſſary that 
he be perſonally preſent every where at the ſame 


9 . 


time; ſince God may communicate to him a power 


of 


c of knowing diſtant events.” ib. I have given a 
Teaſon in my ſhort defence, p. II. Why I think our 
Lord is not. preſent in body with any of his diſciples, 
for this is the perſenal preſence our author ſpeaks of; 
but if he was, this would not fulfil the promiſe, which 
is general, and belongs as much to one diſciple as a- 
nother, yet he cannot be preſent always in body with 
two diſtant diſciples. We cannot doubt of God's 
power to communicate the knowledge of diſtant e- 


vents to any man, but this knowledge, though at- 


tended with a concern in the events made known, is 
a very different thing from the matter of the promiſe 
we are now conſidering. Ft 
16, The meaning of that ſimilar paſſage, Matt, 
Xvili. 20. Where two or three are gathered together in 
my name, there am I in the miaſt of them, our author 
thinks to be only a repreſentation of the great efficacy 
of the apoſtles prayers, ſo that when praying aſ- 
ſembled'as became the diſciples of Chriſt, their power 
with God was the ſame as his power. That our 
Lord could not. intend to ſpeak of himſelf as the 
Cod who heareth prayer, is evident,” he ſays, from 
his ſpeaking of the Father, in this very place, as 
ce the-perſon who was to grant their petitions, v. 19, 
„ HAsgain I ſay unto you, that if two of you fhall agree on 
ce earth, touching any thing that they ſhall. aſſe, it ſhall. be 
done for them of my Father who is in heaven.” p. 27. 
That the efficacy of ſocial prayer is repreſented in this 


paſſage is indeed evident ; but that our Lord is really | 


preſent with his faithful diſciples, when engaged in 
this ſolemn exerciſe, is -equally-evident from his own 
plain declaration, there am I in the midſi of them. 
Whether in this paſſage he intended, or not, to 
ſpeak of himſelf as the God ithat heareth prayer, does 
not alter the argument: He ſpeaks of himſelf as be- 
l ing preſent in various places at the ſame time, Which 
is ſufficient for the proof of his mnipreſence, and that 
was all I brought this text to prove. However, it is 
probable that he meant to ſpeak of himſelf here, as it 
is certain he doth elſewhere, as; the favourable anſwer- 
er of humble prayer, F ye ſhall. aſt any thing in ny 
name, I WILL po fr. John xiv, 14. 17 
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17. I do not find in the i//uftration any direct anſwer 
to what I have advanced on the article of Chriſt's 
omniſcience ; I ſhall not, therefore, at preſent add any 

thing upon that head. | 5 74 


. 


18. No reply is likewiſe given to ſeveral of the ar- 
guments I have brought in proof of divize worſhip be- 
ing paid to Chriſt ;* and ſome of the arguments urg- 
ed in the appeal are repeated in the illuſtration, & with- 
out any notice taken of the anſwers to them. 

In the former edition of my hort defence I faid, that 
calling upon or invoking, and calling upon his name, were 
terms appropriated in ſcripture to divine worſhip. My 
meaning was not that the greek word rendered in 1 
“Cor. i. 2. to call upon was appropriated to invocation 
« as peculiar to the Divine Being.“ I was aware that 
the ſame word is uſed to expreſs St. Paul's appealing 
to Cæſar, Acts xxV. 21, &c. and likewiſe the giving 
a ſurname to a perſon, as Judas ſurnamed Tſcariot, 
Luke xxii. 3. But, ſpeaking to thoſe who did not un- 
derſtand the greek ee remarked, that although 
it was very true, as the author of the appeal had ob- 
ſerved, that the word worſhip was ſometimes uſed 
for the reſpect due from man to man; yet that where- 
ever the term calling upon was uſed in pur Engliſh Bible 
as expreſſive of ſolemn invocation, there divine worſhip 
was intended. Although I believe this-remark to be 
very true, yet I freely acknowledge it is wanting in 
propriety. As the original word does not always fig- 
nify divine invocation, to uſe it as an argument, that 
it has always this meaning when thus tranſlated, I 
confeſs is begging the | queſtion, and taking that for 
granted which ought to have been proved only from 
the ſcope of the paſſages quoted; compared with pa- 
rallel places of ſcripture. However, the force of the 


arguments uſed” to prove the, worſhip- of Chriſt from 


hoſe texts where he is faid to be called upon, does not. 


* As thoſetaken from Rom, . 13—=15. 2 Cor. xii. 8,9. 2 Theft. 


. 16. Heb: i, 6. Rev. v. 8, 11. Short defence, p. 1317. 


As that drawn from the different ſenſes of the word worſhip under 
his head; and others elſewhere, 5: IBS LT . ; 


F 


depend 


ſhewn in my ſhort defence. | 
In order to illaſtrate 1 Cor. 1. 2. where the apoſil:ſ 
addreſſes the whole body of Chriſtians as thoſe tha 
call upon the name of Jeſus Chriſt our Lord, our author 
ſays,” That adoration, ſuch as is due to the one 
living and true God, was not meant by the apoſtl 
* in this place, is evident from the very next words; 
*© Grace be with you, and peace from Gad our Father, ani 
from the Lord Feſus Chriſt ; where Chriſt is evident. 
ly ſpoken of as diſtin& from God.“ p 37. Now, 
in my apprehenſion, the very reverſe is the concluſion 
whi h theſe words require: for if the apoſtle prays fu 
22 and peace, Which include all ſpiritual bleſſings 
from the Lord Jeſus Chriſt, as well as from God the 
Father, it neceſſarily follows, that he makes Chril 
the object of the ſame worſhip as the Father. The 
diſtinct mention of Chriſt in this. plage can only prov 
that Chriſt is not the Father: but the joining d 
Chriſt with the Father in the ſame addreſs can neve 
17 that Chriſt is not God as well as the Father 
With more appearance of reaſon might it be urgech 
that becauſe the Holy Ghoſt is diſtinctly mentionel 
with God in that apoſtolic. benediction, The grace « 
the Lord Feſus Chriſt, and the Love of God, and the fel. 
lowfbip ;& the Holy 8 * be with yau all, therefore the 
Holy Ghoſt is not God: yet our author thinks this nd 
objection to his believing that the Holy Ghoſt is nd 
diſtinct from God we: 5 RAE 1 84 
19. The addreſs of the expiring martyr St. Stephen 
to the Lord Jeſus, Acts vii. 59, is thus .commente 
upon in the illuſtration, p. 37. This text by n0 
means implies that Stephen acknowledged  Chril 
to be God, but only informs us, that Stephen ad- 
dreſſed himſelf to Chriſt, whom he had juſt ſeen in 
<<. perſon, in a. ſtate of great exaltation and glory. 
The text informs us that Stephen called upon, or in. 
voked Chriſt, and. gives us the very words of his in- 
vocation ; They floned Stephen, calling upon, or inv0- 
cating, and ſaying, Lord Feſus receive _ He 
recommends his ſoul into the hands of Chriſt, and 
iS . 2 5 | implore 


depend upon this remark, as, I hope, is ſufficient 


mplores of him a . into glory; and if this 
de not praying to him, I know not what is. An ad- 
Ireſs made by an inſpired perſon, in a time of the 
reateſt diſtreſs, when none but God could help him, 
ontaining a ſupplication for the greateſt bleſſing, and 
he crown of. all others, a reception into glory, con- 
ains every thing neceſſary to conſtitute it prayer, in 
e moſt proper ſenſe of the word; and therefore I 

annot doubt that Stephen truly prayed to. the Lord 
eſus. May I, and may the author of this illaſtra- 
ion, be found in our laſt moments, 5 the exerciſe of 
ch faith, and ſuch prayer as this holy martyr, and 

175 ba obtain like him a te reception it the . of 
d the pliſs and glory 2 Re te oy ug | 


ext is very far from being concluſive, Our author 
aving obſerved that the word which is here, and in 


appeal to, and is uſed to expreſs the ſurname of a 
doubt, therefore, but that it has the ſame meaning 
s 


both in 1 Cor. i. 2. and alſo in Acts ix. 21, J1s 
* not this he that deſtroyed them who called on this name 


_ {WF i: Feruſalem 2 that is, all who called themſelves 
n * chriſtians,” By the ſame meaning I ſuppoſe our 


uthor intends that expreſſed in the latter ſentence, 


Witterently, as they are widely different. But this 
onſequence has no connexion. with its premiſſes, as 
e reader will immediately perceive upon ſtating the 
rgument. The word uſually tranſlated to call upon 
lignifies in Luke xxii. 3. to be called by a particular 
name, in Acts xxv. 21. to appeal to, and in Acts 
vii. 59. to addreſs a perſon ; therefore in 1 Cor. i. 2. 
and Acts ix. 21. it ſignifies to be called by a parti- 


ory: cular name.“ Our author adds, The word is 
. . ſo rendered, James ii. 7. Do they nat blaſpheme that 
his in Fit 1 

 invol #97 ty name, by which ye ara called? or, as it is more 
— He exactly rendered, which is called, or impoſed, 2 77 
g an ; that is, by which ye are diſtinguiſhed. ad 
aplore it implied adoration, it would at leaſt have been 


6 which 


The reaſoning which follows the illu/tration of this 


Cor. i. 2. rendered to call upon is likewiſe rendered 


0 
erlon, infers this conſequence, ** There can be no 


or he cannot mean the ſenſe of both," or of either in- 


— 


[ 48 J 
2 i which i is. called upon by Y. 11 grant it, and there. th. 
fore believe, that in James ii. 71 it does not mean fe 
adoration any more than it does in Luke xxii. 3. as the the 
conſtruction of the words evinces. 5 

There are very few words in our own, or perhaps 
any other language, which do not admit of more ſenſes 
than one ; yet this does not hinder, but that the par. 
ticular ſenſe of a word may be ſo determined by it 
connexion with other words in the ſame ſentence, that 
it cannot in ſuch ſentence admit of more than one 
| ſignification, This remark I could with the reader to 
keep in view through the whole of this controverſy; 

and it is very applicable to the ſubje& under conſiders. 
tion. The word commonly rendered calling upon ſig- 
nifies Luke xxii. 3. to be furnamed, and can there ſig- 
nify nothing e elſe, as is plain from the connexion; Then 

entered Satan into Fudas s URNAMED Iſcariot, being on 

1 the Tebelve. On the other hand, the fame word in 

Rom. x. 12, &c. does as certainly Genify divine wor- 
ſhip or adoration in the moſt proper ſenſe, the mean- 
ing. being likewiſe abſolutely determined by the con- 
nexion. Te rope Lord over all is rich unto all that c ali 

- UPON im. For whoſoever Hall CALL UPON the nant 
of. the Lord ſhall be ſaded. 

20. That Thomas paid ſuch proper adoration to 
our Lord, I think, is plain from the account given 
of it, John XX. 28. Thomas anſwered and ſaid un 
him,” "My Lord, and my God. This,” fays the il 
ae, is an 2 8 exclamation, and no con- 

nected ſentence at all, and ſeems to have proceed. 
: 5 cc ed from 4 conviction, ſuddenly produced in the: 
© poſtle's mind, that he who ſtood before him waz 
« indeed, Yo Lord and maſter raiſed =o life by the 
© power © M What ſort argument 
Gur 4 author An ery the apoſtle's word: 
© are no connected ſentence -at all, I cannot com. 


= — _ 
- =» by 
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prehend : they ſeem to me to have all the connexic 

that any exclamation has; they ariſe from the eveni nig 

and expreſs the ſentiments of the re peaks, which were]Wite! 
C as we may conclude from the thority, that Ho 


who ſtood before him was his LY and his God, [ 
the 
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| TY, k ; | [ 49 1 4 a f 1 [aft 
the zlluftration of this text our author adds ſome paſ- 


ſages of ſcripture, which ſpeak of Chriſt as raifed from 


the dead by the pgwer of God; as Rom. vi. 4. 
Raifed frum the deal by: the glory of the Father, x. 9. 


If thou ſhalt confeſs with thy mouth the Lord "Jeſus, and 


alt believe with thine heart, that God hath raiſed bim 
rom the dead,” thou ſhalt be ſaved. And then ſays, 
Here we plainly ſee, that he only who raiſed Chriſt 


« from the dead is ſtiled Gad, and not Chriſt, who 


„was raiſed by his power.” p. 34. This argument, 
Japprehend, is very unfavourable to the caule it is 
deſigned to ſupport; for if the being ſtyled God is 2 
proof of divinity, then the divinity of Chriſt ĩs proved, 
ſince he is repeatedly ſtyled God in the moſt ſolemnm 
manner in ſeripture. Or, if the raiſing Chriſt from 
the dead proves the almighty power of him who raif- 
ed him, then almighty power belongs to Chriſt, for 
he raiſed: himſelf, if he fulfilled his own declaration.” 
Deſtroy this temple, and in three days I WILL RATSE Fr 
vr. John ii. 19. See alſo Chap. x. 188. 
21. In the arion of 1 John v. 20. V know 
that the Son F God is come, and hath given us an under- 


in him that is true, even in bis Sen Jeſus Chrift. "This ts 
the true God, and aternai lie; our author fays,” py 32. 
The laſt clauſe is manifeſtly explanatory of the title 
* him that is true, or the true one, in the preceding 


* 
o 


true God, confirms the doctrine which it aims to 
dverturn; for this is the title by Which the ſame - 
apoſtle elſewhere ſpeaks of Chriſt. As Rev. ili. 17 
Theſe things ſaith he that is holy, HE THAT 18 TRUE, be 
bat hath' the key of David, he that openzth and no man 
butteth ; and. ſbutteth and no mam openeth.' Theſe ap- 
pellations the holy one, and the true one, are uſed ii 
many places of ſcripture as characteriſtic of the Al- 
niglty, yet we ſce they belong to Chriſt ; which ma- 
worms ron} him to be the true God. Indeed this: 
book of the Revelation which concludes the ſacred 
code, repeatedly ES the Father and of Chriſt 


anding that we may know him that is true and we are 


* clauſes.” This - obſervation which fappoſes the 
title he that is trut to be the peculiaratrribute.of the 
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in 6 28 addreſſed with 
the ſame worſhip, and' declares them to be equally 
the ſource: of eternal blifs to the happy company of Wot 
heaven- I The illaftrator remarks, that in this clauſe ¶ Chi 
of the text, toe are in him that is true even in his dn ding 
Toes Chriſt, the word even is not in the original, port 
his the tranſlators have ſhewn in their uſual way, 2 
as alſo in the 4th and 6th verſes of the fame chapter, ſWclar 
but che ſenſe remains the ſame if this word be omit- - 
ted. Qur author thinks if the laſt clauſe in this ſucl 
text, This is ibe true God and eternal life, be allowed tos n 
belong to our Lord Jeſus Chriſt, as I think is evident ply 
him the text itſelf, it will flatly contradict thoſe words is ir 
def Chriſt racorded by the ſame apoſtle, John xvii. 3. Ithat 
Mit is lin eternal, that they might know thee the only tru © * 
Gad, and Feſus Chriſt whom thou" haft ſent. For 8 
how, ſays he, can the Father be the only tru © © 
God, if the gon be true God alſo.” He might a * P 
 welkhave aſkedz how the Son can be true God, if the! | 
Father be true God; for thoſe terms the true God, ani © /* 
. the onhj true God are of the ſame import and extent. n 
If the Son be the true: God as the apoſtle declares, then #/ 
he is the only true God, for there is but one true God: 1 
And therefore no more can be fairly concluded from 9! 
_ the deſcription of the Father recorded in the goſpel, 1 
than may be coneluded from the deſcription of the. 7 
Son recorded in the epiſtle. It is worthy obſervation, 4 
_ that in both theſe texts eternal life is ſaid to conſiſt in oth 
' the knowledge of Jeſus Chriſt, as well as in the know hav 
edge of che Father. Eternal life is often. ſpoken offi bod 
in ſcripture as flowing from the knowledge of God, 
And I think it to be ſome confirmation of the doctrin 
Tam defending, that ſuch language is likewiſe uſe 
_  Vith reſpect to our Lord, though it is never appliet 
do any mere teacher of God's will, however honour - 
dad with eredentials of infallibilitiy - 
22 In the illaffration of Phil, ii. 5, &. a nev 
tranſlation of the words h thought it no robbery to | 
aguil with God is ſtill inſiſted on, p. 39 ; but no no- 
Kev, Hi.) 7, and Xx. f. compared with ch. vi. 10. and xv. 
8 wo 12 # Cu. 4.8. is 8 Ch, M 28 xi, =, * . 2 an 
; | | * Sat 
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| 1 
with 


is Fon [ding any thing to what 1 have 
ginal, portion of fcripture-in my Hort defence. ei 1 nin 


way, il 23. In anſwer to our author's comment on chat de- 
apter, ¶ claration of our Lord mentioned . . 30. Tand 


omit- Iny Father are ane, I ſhewed in my [ſhort defence, that 

1 this fach an union ſubſiſted between — Father and Chriſt, 
ved tolazs no mere man cauld have with God. All the re- 
vident i ply to this which J find in the 2/lu/fration (except What. 


wordsſis included in the expoſition of John xuil. 5. p. 400 is, 


vii, z. that“ They are one in deſign and intereſt. But 
ly tru © whatever be the union + 


« prayer. for. his diſci = he ſays; John xvik 20. 


ht as 
; « Nether pray I for theſe alone, but for. them alſo which 


if the 
d, and 
Xxtent, 
, then 
God: 
| from 
roſpel, 
of the 
ration, 
Aiſt in 
know- 
ken of 
God, 
zEtrine 
ſe uſed 


ppliec 
INOUTr- 


3 may be one in us. Hin the ae 
me, L dare Siu, Ben; . that: they may be 
© OT ng 1 in them, and thou in me, 
that they may be made perfect in one, and that the world 
may know that thou haft ſent me, and. haſt loved. them 
* as thou baſt loved me.” p. 24. This as many 
others, ſpeaks of the union which all true chriſtians: 
3 — they are one 
y, of w e his- and ou bis Adu 
they receive grace for grace. It likewiſe 1 9 


union with the Father and Chriſt, which ſuhſiſts be- 
tween them; and many other paſſages of Laa 
evince that they are not, as I have a PR 

my ſhort defence, p. 20, 21. - would beg Cath 
the e whether he thinks any diſciple is capable 
of ſuch an union with the F 4x i that the Holy 


a nen 
y to b 
10 no 


ov, 4-) } Ghoſt may be called his ſpirit with as great propriety 


) 5 


1 31 
tice is taken of the arguments brought, i in anfres to 
zually the appeal, to prove, that no good ſenſe can he made 
my of Hof the whole paſſage without allowing the divinity of 
clauſe I Chriſt. Till this is done, I may be excuſed from ad- 
ſaid on this 


between the Father and the 
c For Son; it is of ſuch a kind, that his:difciples are 
ly tr ue «4 apable of 1 it with ref pect to them Both for, in his 1 


© ball balirve am ine through their. wordi:' that they\alb 
„may be. one ar thou: Father art in me; und I in ther; 


love which the Father hath to all ſuch, who are be- : 
come his children by adoption and grace. But it does 
not aſſert that the diſciples are capable of the-fame 
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and 3s called the e pit 


n that is, not in tlie ſame 
the paſſage above quoted from John xvii. declares is 


the Father loyeth the e, en the fame love, with 


peculiar titles of God are applied to Chriſt, by intro- 
_ Htibns agree with the eps, | I hall eve: to as de- 


WB. s 181 1 
; _ 


e 2 * 5 5 4 | TA ; bo 
1 God? Vet this is the caſe tert 
with reſpect to to Chriſt, Rom. viii. May it with wh. 

2 
be faid, that the inſpiration of the Holy W pro 


Ghoſt, y which the prophets faretold;the great thing: the 


which: are come to paſs, was the inſpiration of the ſha 
ſpirit of Paul, or Peter, or any other diſciple ? Yet 5 


this inſpiration 1 was from the ſpirit of Chriſt. 1 Pet. ix. 


1. 11. Or has the greateſt faint that ever entered tho 
heaven ſuch an union with the Father, that he can MW © / 
claim the power of commiſſioning, ſending, and di- tru 
recting the Holy Ghoſt, who is God bimlelf 1 Yet MW prit 


ſuch union has heiſt: with the Father that he may Iſl the 


ſpeak-of the Holy Ghoſt as his meſſenger, who takes Pe 


of his, and ſhews:it unto the diſciples. John xvi. 14. the 
Indeed our author has invalidated his own argument, I or 


25 I before obſerved he muſt neceſſarily do, à in his IM is 


_ expoſition of John v. 23. - That all men ſhould honow T! 
the gon eue as they honour the Father. The expreſſion WW no 


even as, upon the meaning of which the force of his nit 


5 RON argument entirely: d epends, ſigni- F. 
bes, bee 


ys, gt well a: and then adds, Phe fame I th 

er Word is uſed where it can have no other ſenſe in wi 
*< Tphn xvii. 24. And haſt loved them as thou haſt loved to 

, but kfewiſe.” ha 
So hat according to his on interpretation, all that 


this, that as there is an union between the Father and 
Chriſt, ſo likewiſe there is an union of the diſciples 
with each other and with Chriſt; and as the Father 
loveth Chriſt, he likewiſe loveth the diſciples: But 

not that the ſame union. ſubſiſts between the diſciples 
and Chriſt, as between Chriſt and the Father; or that 


which e loveth the Son. 


24. \ The illaſtrator e to {weaken the ar- 
guments drawn from ſome: of. the texts in which the 


ducing a new tranſlation of them. How. far his tranſ- 


CE TIES | 7 8 » Shot. may b. 27, FER be: . NA 
TEK g , _ Fo LY 
Hs ation 


termination of the be Ls. | 
whom he profeſſes to write, can only judge of Their 


fer ever. 


of the paſſage 
"$4614 9 


The tad. for 


y their agreement with the context, and o- 


ro b 
er pages of ſeripture; and in this view alone hs 


* . them. 
lorious titles given to our Sour in- Ikiah 
The mighty God, the everlaſting Father, our au- 
that 4 may be rendered << the mighty God it my: 


tranſlation ſeems to me ſufficient” to ſhew: its impro- 
priety. tity © name Hall be talled Mont 
the mi 


N 


the true characters of Chriſt, to 


is a form of expreſſion very common in the ſcri ptures. 


The title of Everlaſting Father applied to-Chriſt does | 


not at all contradict the common doctrine of the Tri- 


nity, at this author ſuppo 


the greateſt propriety be called the -tverlaſting 


with reſpect to all created beings, ſince he is he Se . og 
tor, and in this ſenſe, the Father of all, as Tf hope, | 


has been ſufficient] proved. 
An.argu 


which the author conſiders t he paſkage.; as righ tly 


lated: he ſays, p. 29.6 Theſe titles may — * 1 ö 


* preſs what Chriſt is, but what. God wi 
„ himſelf to be in him, and b. bim; fo that in 


** diſpenſation of the goſpel, ( the wiſe and Be- | 
„ nevolent author of 80 will af ar to be a Wonder. 5 
ful counſellor, the evetlaſting ther, and the prince x 


of peace. All the reaſdii he gives for thus ex- 
pounding the text is, that there ate ſome inſtances in 


(cripture, where names impoſed by divine diteckion 


ce do not expreſs : any thing eHaracteriſtie of the] 
con whom they are impoſed,” but Which 
<< tended to be a memorial of ſome divine promiſ de 


SL: 


ſpecting things of and general concert. 
— ER. Tee e a. 
2 5 


- 


ſes; for though he is not abe 


Father - 
Fo read the paſſage with this 


God is my father för ever, the Fler of 
he text appears evidently to me to point ot 
eclare What he was  - 
or ſhould be, by ſaying what he ſhould be called, which - 


Father with reſpect to the Godhead, yet he key rg 2 


ment- 0 another: kind Js en vs in 
am- 


ou 


Were nr 


54: J 
1 1 . the Meflab, as 
Non ren l besen words plainly they, and 
e theſe titles do expreſs what Chri/ 7s. He who 
Is the Mighty God, the Everlaſting Father, aud the Prince 
' of Peace, is allo a child Born, ws 4 Son given to" us, the 
| government is upon H18. 2. and of the encreaſe of 1 
and peace t Gall be no end. ver. 6. 7. 
256 The ſame kind of argument is uſed with 
1 name Enn mentioned by St. Matthew, ch. i. *. 
and, Ichink, with no greater proprbety. For the evange. 
* hav e ee us, chat the name Jeſuts, which the 
ather of Chriſt was commanded to give him, 
1 — 2 nificant of his character as the Saviour of ſinners, 
adds, 1 all this was done, that it might be fulfilled 
eubich cas Aoten by the pro op het, e. 2 a Virgin 
| | be with 2 and Hall bring forth a ſon, and they 
8 78 fall call his name Emmanuel, which being interpreted, is, 
_ --Gop Wir vs. So that from the evangeliſt's expoſition 
of the prophet ien that the title God with us was 
characteriſtic of our Lord; being, in effect, applied to him 
_ "when a name was given him expreſſive of his mighty power 
to fave, l none but he can claim who i is che only Sa- 2 
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"Fw text «| 
"4c. was not, Gon was e in 115 73 but 2 was 

— . e . ee a) 
72 1 cafe, the ſenſe of the text remains preciſe] the hin 
g e; for the felative 0% muſt refer to God; as this is M © | 
ed antecedent in the paſſage to which it can refer. The © ; 
TEL ſtle having concluded, in the 1 3th verſe, his directions WW * ( 
; te Timothy y concerning the choice of biſhops and deacons, «© 
ads the reaſon why he gave him ſuch particular inſtructi- Wl alle 
ens. Tee things worite T unto thet—that thou mayeſt know I but 
_ ;bow. #hes. oughte/t. to | thyſelf in the houſe of God, Wl alt 
| . 77 15 he 2 2 „ tle king God, the pillar and ground to- 
1 of th e trath en. "concludes the paſſage with a-ſum- IW tex 
BW mary. deſctip tion on, of ;the 5 of gur redemption ; ſtre 
j 1% 7 4 Cas cms eat it the myſtery of godlone/;. rat 
Sin noas. Nan in thi To is Pn wel in the flirt, ſeen of Ml thi 
e Preache, unts the gentle ery en on in the'wworld, fro 
Ticebwved ip ſiato gloy. an 
EP But our ee tos reſt his Seen lade upon me 
di full demonſtration; for he adds; /« Beſides, it is even tal 
eie ö . 
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and power were juſtifie 


Ti as 8 and power L od God being a 2 
« him.” If God was} no otherwiſe-in Chriſt than by a 
communication of wiſdom and power to him; theſe words 
might have been faid of Moſes, or Elijah, Paul- or Peter, 
as well as of Chriſt ; and the maniteſtation of —_ _ 5 
fleſh here ſpoken of, inſtead of being a n myſtery a 
the apoſtle affirms, was no m Beſides, 
interpretation of the ſirſt clauſe will — no means fait 125 
ſubſeguent clauſes of the ſentence; for upon this con- 
ſtruction we muſt ſu the apoſtle to ſay, that wiſdom 
in the ſpirit, A of angels, ii 
lieved on in the world, and received up into glory, which 
are not applicable to a quality, but a perſon: on the con- 


trary, if we ſuppoſe. theſe (ings e be Genes of Chir 2: AY 


a mere man, we muſt imagine the apoſtle to tell us, that 
a man was manifeſt in the fleſh, a piece of information 
which no one can think an inſpired writer capable'of giv- 
ing. In ſhort, whether the paſſage be tranſlated as our 
author ſays it ought to be, or not, we can never make 
ſenſe. of it without allowin 
yinity, _ 

27. In the illuftration of Rom. ix. 2 Whoſe are the far | 
tiers, and of wham, as concerning the fleſh, Chrift came, 
who is over. all, God Hefed for ever, it is ſaid, p. 32. 
« this may with equal p N ety and truth be 8 
% God whois over all be bleſſed for ever, the former ſen- 


| « tence endin; with the word came, The author thinks 


himſelf juſtified in making this alteration as % no ancient 
« manuſcripts are pointed,” and as it is-uſual with ſhe ' 
< apaltle Paul to break out into a form of thankſgiving to 
ce 2 after mentioning any remarkable inſtance © his 
eſs.” The reader will obſerve that what is here 
mg does not it n to alter our tranſlation, 
but, at moſt, only affords an-apology for making ſuch an 
alteration ; the text, as it in our bible, is allowed 
to be exadl conformable to the original ;. and the con- 
text, in 
ſtrongly inforces the _ The apoſtle here enume- 
rating the rivileges. of the few 1 the liſt with 
this, that Ehr. as concern 
from them, Now, on the 2 that Chriſt 91 but 
a mere man, the expreſſion erning the 2 
meaning at all; and we muſt b . the eel ea 
talking 1 nonſenſe before we Tee ated from what hs 
be true, TV any man, Ln) from what 
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ol affording. any reaſon for the alteration, 55 


the fleſh, was deſcended 
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i L ſhould anſiver; « * he %. 
«« was, as concerning the fleſh, 'of the houſe of Hanover; if 
would not ſuch an one be juſtly thought to utter words W we 
which conveyed no idea to the. enquirer? And to alter the bet 
laſt clauſe of the ſenſe as our Haſtrator has done, is to Jew 
make the apoſtle's language equally improper ; for there IM title 
remains after ſuch an alteration no antitheſis in the pailage W him 
to give'the phraſe as concerning the fleſs any proper mean- and 
ing: 8 Whereas there is the greateſt propriety in the ex- fore 
n, as the text ſtands in our bible: Chriſt, .as con- max 
cerning the flop, that is, with'reſpe& to his human niture, tion 
15 oft the ſeed of Abraham; but with reſpect to his divine dem 
nature: he is God over all Fed for ever. © him 
28. „ It is with little appearance of a ſays the „, 


ihuftrater, p 23. © that Chriſt is argued to be very and IN that 


& eternal Cod, becauſe he is ſtiled the don of God, ral W«; 
6c chriſtians have the ſame app pellation.“ If no intima- «x 


tion was given us, that this title belongs to Chriſt in a 1 0 


higher ſenſe than it does to all chriſtians, certainly nothing 2 
could be argued from it to prove any ſuperiority of nature ¶ obſe 
in Chriſt; but we have abundant i intimation in ſeri ture Wl (cri; 


that this title belongs to him in a ſenſe peculiar to him- I pla 
ſelft The Jews were well accuſtomed to the title fons trat 


God, for it is a common a pellation of the ſaints in the Wl crib 
Old Teſtament ; and therefore when they accuſed our Lord I jecti 
of blaſphemy for ſaying. that God waz his Father, they WW com 
underſtdod him in ſuch a ſenſe as conld 2 to no mere 1 
man whatever: And, I chink, it is v ain that our the 
Lord never undeceived them, if they bis meaning WW 1u/ 
in ſuch' expreſſions. Our author ſays in his Triumph of 16. 


truth, P- 19. If Chi iſt had not Tatisfied the Jews that ii. 
. he did not mean to make himſelf equal with God, would I xvii 


« they not have produced it againſt him at his trial, when Wp | 


e he was condemned ag a bla hemer, becauſe he confeſ- 2 C 
«© ſed he was the Chriſt only.” Fx the Jews did pro- WW 14, 
duce this as an accu 
me from thi anſwer” 


>, ar. ats evident to 22, 
which Th ve to 2 when he 3 
| & tour, 2s 5 F othe 
" anſevered Am, abe have alaw, 


hat the" 1 9 s here” 3 Im 

the term don of God may learnt; from;their'own de- 1 
be Race: lied A In the Aptry koch rs: In the 175 
U * as mak- only | 


vw, d : 
Lak * — xalbi⸗ 


is 


] 

ing 1 l A 18· Ad in the IIA wr 
cal it ill ths plainly the ati him 1006 God. v. 33. 
| We have therefore the greateſt reaſon for believing 15 5. | 
r the be their meaning in their anſwer to Pilate. Bettes, the 
15 to Jews had no jaw to condemn our Lord for claiming chis 
there title in its ordinary fignification. God had often declared 
Tage N himſe f the Father of all that truſted in, and obeyed him: 
can- WW and had repeatedly called ſuch his ſons. The Jews there= | 
e. fore could not fay By our Jaw he ought to die, becauſe he - 
con- made himſelf the Son or Gov, if dy uſed this ap ella- 
ture, W tion in its ordinary ſignification. But their law we con- 
vine I demn him to death for uſing ſuch language concerning 

þ himſelf as they underſtood it, which was, 'that he being a 
s the ¶ nan only, made himſelf God: And therefore it is plain 
and that Chriſt had not ſatisfied the Jews that he did not 
r all I «« ' mas to make himſelf equal with God,“ becauſe they 
Ima- produced it againſt him at his trial, when he was 87272 ; 
LS « bes as a blaſphemer.” _ 
thing 29. I have now taken ae 1 think; of every material 
ature I obſervation made in the 20lffrarion upon thoſe paſſages of 

ture I ſcripture which I. have quoted in my Mort defence... My, 
him- WW plan would not allow me to 'tranſcribe- all that the 2. f 
1ns , trator ſays upon each of thoſe paſſages : what 1 have tranf-' 
| cribed conveys, in my apprehenſion, the force of his ob- 
Lord — however, the reader may eafily ſatisfy himſelf by 

7 2 theſe remarks with the eee n 

mere he following texts of ſcripture; urged in my defintt of 
t our the divinity of Chriſt; are not taken notice of in the the 24. 
ming luſtration.” ev. i. 17. pi. 8. Heb; vii. 3. p. 9. Rev. xxii. 
pþ of 6. ib. Matt. Xii 45: p. 9; Ifaiah I. 3. P. 10, Heb. 
chat Wii. 18. p. 12. John x. 28. ib. Rev. ii. 24. P. 12. Luke 
xvii. 5. p. 14. Rom. x. 3 p. 1. 2 Theſſ. ii. 16. 
when p 16. 2 Gor. xii. 8. 9. Ib. Rev. V. 8. 11, Ke. p. 17. 
nfe!- 2 Cor. viii. g. P. 20, 1 Pet. i. 10. er b Pap xvi. 7, 
Pro- 14. 15, P. 22. Jude 5x; p. 23. Fn ey. vi An ch. Xi. Fo 
nt to 22, 23, Pi 25. 4 4 2 Wan 
en he 30. Before 1 de 1 mall ar Pkg notice of two- 
E no other texts which dur author has i/ſuftrates, though they 
RV. Our author renders this expreſſion ke unto God, and ſuppoſes, that 
ff the Wl che Jews only meant hereby to charge our Lord with « afſuming ſo. 
neant “ much of God's prerogative, as to claim the privilege of working on 
n de- the ſabbath-day:“ Whereas the text plainly refers this charge to our 
1 Lord's ſaying; Peres ou was _— Father; and not tociis working on the 
n the abbath. gbt the more to kill Bim, becauſe be nere 
"mak: N bad Pals 2. bbath, . ww ſaid” alſo, that God 2045 bis FOR, $4" =N 
3 7 bimfelf equal 225 Ged. : AY 5 
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| are not mentioned in my Aſenee. The firſt is Opl. li. 9. 


_ © expreſſion,” ſays.our a 
„ Gadhead dwelled or reſided. in him, ſeems to imply that 


Our author might have added, that the word Far 
ginal of this text, as the Engliſh reader may obſerye by the character in 


* * * 
% 


[+ 


7 : 


In him dwelleth all the fulngſt of the, Godhead bodily. -\ To 
ſuppoſe, as. the z/ly/rator does, p. 22. that this text- 
plies no mote than that “ the wiſdom and, power.of God 
were manifeſt in, and Acted by Chriſt,” is, in any opi- 
nion, doing great injuſtice to it. It expreſſes, in the 
ſtrongeſt manner, that incomprehenſible dwelling of the 
deity in the human nature of Chrilt, which no mere man can 


partake of, and which renders him the proper object of wor. 


ſhip to all intelligent creatures. The great privileges of 


true chriſtians, though ſpoken of in terms, which at firſt 


Aght appear ſimilar to this, are found widely differcat, 
when attentively conſidered, -* God dwelleth. in the ſaints, 
but it is only by a communication of divine grace, or holy 
love, as the apoſtle declares: i John iv. 12, J we love one 


another, God dauellerb in uu: And again, ver. 16. He that 


develleth in love, davelleth in God, and God in him. So the 
being filed with the fulneſs of God, mentioned in Eph iii, 


19. is explained in the ſame paſſage to be Chriss dauel. 


ling in their hearts by faith, knowing\the' lows of God, and 
being rooted and grounded in. lows. .  Befidgs, it is from 
ist we receive theſe divine benefits, as is intimated in 


the. words immediately following che text under conſidera- 


tion; Ie are complete in hm; and. till more. plainly in o- 
| ther paſſages, as John i. 16. Of his. ſulngſe have all we 


received, and grace for grace : Aud Eph..iv. 7. Unto every 
ane of us is given grace according. to the meaſure o the gift 
2 brift. But how different is all this from what is here 

aid of Chriſt ; That the Godhead, or Deity- itſelf, yea 


sour author, that the fulneſs of the 


all the ein,” e dwelleth in him bodily; _ © This 


« it did not naturally belong to him. p. 23. It implies 
no more, I think, than that the Godhead and-manhood of 
Chrift, though united. in one perſon, are not confounded ; 


Mhich is intimated in the phraſe dwwelleth in him-BODILY. 
„ / I bed 0 HE" Ws 


z 


{ $3.4 


w 4 


TN The jlluftrate} likewiſe fays; F. 46. e To fignify that the autho 
_ &- rity of Chriſt is not underived, like that of God; and at the ſame 


« time to inform us from hence it does proceed, the apoſtle ſays, that 
& it 2 the Father, that in bim ſhould all fulneſs devell.” Col. i. 19. 
is not in the ori- 


Which it is printed in our bibles. It pleaſed the Father without doubt, 
that the fulneſs of the Godhead ſhould dwell in Chriſt bodily; but how 


© dbes'this prove that Chriſt has no underived authority, 
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p. 22. that this text im. 
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The word bodily fixes the Joie of the 
could not have been uſed with propriety 


Pag ſince it 
if Chriſt was but 


a mere man; for, in this caſe, it muſt either convey a 


falſe idea, or none at all; it muſt mean; that wiſdom dwelt 
judge a writer to give a very improper and inſignificant 


deſcription of a wife or learned man by faying that a | 


great deal of wiſdom or learning dwelt in him bodtly : with 
{till greater impropriety would the apoſtle have ſpoken of 
the Godhead dwelling in Chriſt 32d;h, if he had anly . 
meant, that Chriſt was poſſeſſed of a great meaſure of di- 
vine wiſdom.” Whereas, allowing the divine and human 
nature to be united in our Lord, the-apoſtle's language has 
the greateſt propriety, being deſcriptive of ſuch an union, 


31. The other text is, Acts xx. 28, Feed the church of _ 


Cod, which be hath purchaſed with his own blood. - The 
illuſtrator after telling us that in the moſt ancient manu- . 
ſcripts this text is, Feed the church of | the Lord; and that 
in ſome copies it is, aobich he purchaſed with blood, : ao 

« As the blood of God is a phraſe which occurs no where 


« elſe in the ſeriptures, we ought to be exceedingly cau- 


« tious how we admit ſuch an expreſſion If Chriſt was 
« God, his blood could not. be his blood as God, but as 
% man.“ p. 36. If we ought to be exceedingly cautious 
of admitting every expreſſion that occurs but once in the 
ſcriptures, there are many beſides this which muſt either be 
expunged, or regarded as of no conſequence, It does not 
become us to ſay how often an expreſſion muſt be repeated 
in the word of God before we will admit it. If God 
ſpeaks, though but once, he requires our diligent atten- 
tion, and intire credit. There is no danger that any ſhould 
miſtake the meaning of this paſſage, who accuſtom them- 
ſelves to ſearch the ſcriptures, or make uſe of their un- 
derſtanding. Such will readily comprehend, that by the 

blood of. God is meant the blood of him who is God, though 
manifeſted to us in the fleſh.* The ſcriptures abound with 
ſimilar expreſſions; not only ſpeaking ſuch things of a 
perſon in general, as in truth can only be ſaid or one part 


of Some of my readers may perhaps wonder why Thave not quoted 
upon this occaſton, 1 John iii. 16. Hereby perceive wwe th love of God, 


becauſe be laid down bis life for us. My x fc is, that as the word God 


is wanting in the greater part of the beſt editions of the New Tefta- 


ment which I have ſeen, I do not chuſe to lay any ſtreſs upon it; 
though I think it very agreeable to the context to ſupply the ellipſis, 
which is ia the original, by that word. $3 
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DUL would ze e 
10 more at à loſs with 
egard to the a 
De . the chur n PA own bed. A ſimilar 
form 9 9 we find in John i 5 133. where our Lord 
calls! him elf the Son of mans. when f 1 of ſomething 
1 could not belong to him as man. 
at our author alleges ng. to ancient l If pts 
HY now inquire- into. Thouſands, and tens os 
Hd In this kingdom 2 never ſeen an ancient ma- 
- Halen 5 t of, dhe Bible, nor, if if they had, would have been 
. "for: it . yet theſe, being capable ink reading, and 
bales) the bible in their nativelanguage, are. called 
't6 believe, and obey. it, at the pert of their ſouls. 4 
Lach 1 offer theſe remarks, "winch belief of the i 
of the lubje& have given riſe to.” I . 
- ly glad if they. are inſtrumental, in the bands of him 
8 avorketh all” things. after: the. counſe L Hit, baun will, 
to che eftabliſhmentof the wavering,.0r the retaining of 
8 ertoncous. Or if this attempt to vindicate the honour 
of our Redeemer ſhall excite others, ho haye greater a- 
dilities, and more leiſure for ſuch Jabouzs d 
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